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L Attached {x the only cupy la the Ageacy of 4 memorandum on subject, the
ribbou copy of which was sent to the Attoemey (leneml In May of 1962 I was
vaguely aware of the existeace of such n memomadun since I was {aformed that
- it had been weitten as & result of a brefine given by Colonel Edwards and

Lawrence Houwstoa to the Attorney Gececal In May of tast year. .

2 I spoke with Colonetl Edwards on the telephicne last eveainy, aad, in the
absence of ¢, Banaermun on leave, I was with Colone! Exdwards™ assistance
alle to locate thix py. As furas [ am aware, thia is the ouly written {oforrcation .
uvallable oa Ajvncy relatioashlps with subject. I hope that this will secte youc
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Purpose and Scope of StﬁdY'

The Central Intelligence Agency's performance.
in its role of support to the Warren Commission

?“_l;“c concCrn de, .
has been a source of-controversy-sincefghe PesT

et ileen gears . L
ineeption o ; n. Critics

have repeatedly charged that the CIA participated

in é conspiracy designed to suppress information
relevant to the assassination of President‘Kennedy, 
i During 1976 the critic's
assertions were the subject of official inquiry

by the Senate Select Committee to Study.
Goverhmental Operations (hereinafter SSC). The
SSC,fin its-report regarding ;The Investigation

of the Assassination of President john F. Kennedy:
Performance of the Intelligence Agencies" reached

Lindin
the following écaeégs§5n: o .

The Committee emphasizes that it has
not uncovered any evidence sufficient
to justify a conclusion that there was
a conspiracy to assassinate President
Kennedy.

The Cormittee has, however, develocped
evidence which impeaches the process:
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Oon the specific 1SSue of whether the CIaA or any g
employee or former employee of the cr1a misinformed, '

Or withheld information relevant tqo the aSsassina- g

tion of President Kennedy from the Warrep
Commission. 1p dddition, the Committee has £
attempteq tq determine whether, if the Warren @ o ' * g
Commissiop was misinformed OrX not made Privy to =
2
informatjon relevant to jtg lnvestigationp %
the mlslnformlng or wa.thholdlng of P
@Vidence frop the Warren Commission was the §
e g
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fesult of a conscious intent to do so by the
"Agency or its employees. |

The Committee has sought to examine the -
issue detailed above in both an objective

— T

and disciplined manner. In order to accomplish

this goal the Commitégé has utilized a 1977 TasK Tmcce

SaEvnameR et SRS SS IS0

Report by the CIA™s\ In=m

r]l (hereinafter
TR L . . :
77 3IZR). This Report was highly critical of.
pertainina~tsdhe ﬁMMSHaPCZo:TfOl\
the SSC findings™and asserted that the SSC
Final Report conveyed an impression of limited
effort by the CIA to assist the Warren Commission
TER
in its work. The 77 was in fundamental
disagreement with this characterization of the
SSC findings and noted that "CIA did seek and
collect information in support of the Warren
Commission. Additionally, it conducted studies
and submitted special analees and reports.*®
TFR | . .
(77 Z6R, Introduction to Tab E.) *»
In order to demonstrate further the scope
oﬁisupport provided by the CIA to the Warren

171? i ]
Commission, the 77 .contained a comprehensive

listing of CIA generated material made available
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to bqth the U.S. Intelligence Community and
the Warren Coémission regarding the assassina-
tion of President Kennedy. In this respect,
the Committee agrees with the 77 fggxaherein
it is stated that "This compiliation (of
CIA generated material) is appropriaté to
consideration of the extént of the CIA effort,
to the extent that it reveals something'of
the results of that effort." (?7 ;gg?:Introduction
to.Tab E)
In examining the Agency'svcomprehensive
listing of CIA generated material referenced above,

the Committee has paralled its review to the

structure given to thesg;materialsby the 77 IGR;
In this regard the 77 ;ég-detailsfour inter-
related compilations of Kennedy assassination
ﬁaterial. These four compilations are:
1) Agency dissemination of information #g P
-to the Intelligence Community (Formall—
and Informal Disseminations)

2) Dissemination of material to the

Warren Commission
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3) Agency dissemination to the FBI et al
regarding rumors and allegations
regarding President Kennédy's
assassination | |

4) Memorandum submittgd by CIA to the
Warren Commission bﬁ Rumors and
Alleéations Relating to the President's
Assassination (77 zgg?zIntrqduction

to Tab E.)

In reviewing these compilations,

the Committee focused upon these
CIA materials which the 77 documented as having
bedn _
“ made available in written form to the Warren
Commission.
During the course of tnis study, additional
Agency files have been reviewed. These files have
been examined in an effort to resolve certain
issues created by the review of the Agency's 2 .
compilations discussed in this report. Where
apparent gaps existed in the written record,

files have been requested and reviewed in an effort

to resolve these gaps. Where significant substantive
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issues have arisen related to the kind and

WA,

quality of information provided the Warren

Commission, files have also been requested_ahd

reviewed in an effort to resolve these issues. ..
As a result, approximately thirty files,'comprising

an approximate total of ninety volumes: of

material have been examined and analyzed

. e,

" in preparation of this report.

The findings set forth herein are subject
 to modification due to the following considera-

tions. During the course of the past fifteen

"

years, the CIA has generated massive amounts of

g

information related to the assassination of

=
4

Pres_dent Kennedy. / ' In spite of the Agency s

\.\

/sophlstlcated docunent retrieval system, certain

S~ e T .
documents requested by this Committee for study FUS CE
WL &

.~ . _and analysis have not been located. Whether thgse ¢ .. e
ST : & i )- ’ ?

documents merely have been filed incorrectly or

destroyed, gaps in the written record still do f’é
exist 7, 8 89 605 »

T Secondly, due to dissimilar standards onlnvestlgaulv%

1 .51
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reélevancy adopted by the CIA and this Committee,

"certain flles requested by the Committee for

IGVieW .. - '.‘,‘_,,,-.' '._ .. e t»:‘.'.‘r-

ﬁ.J;.; have been made evailable to

the Committee in a sadkized-fashion. Therefore,

to the degree reflected by the Agency's denial

of access and/or santization of certain materials,

this study's conclusions are based upon the

best evidence available to the Committee thTough

this may not be all relevant evidence to which

the Agency has access.

One must, moreover, give due consideration

to the role that oral discussions, oral briefings,

and meetings of Warren Commission and CIA

- representatives may ha&e played in the supply of

assassination-related information by the CIA to

the Warren Commission. The subject and substance

of these discussions, briefings, and meetings sy

may not always be reflected by the written

record made the

. subject of this.study.

Therefore, the Committee has conducted interviews,

depositions and executive session hearings with

A=/

’k CIA #l{CS ?&r"flcncmj T P!'l""h‘ﬁd-sl ‘ :EQT«}/"IS«
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key Warren Commission staff and members and

AN

former or present CIA representatives in an
effort to resolve questions that are not
addressed by the written record. The results

of the Committee's efforts to chronicle this

. ER

aspect of the working relationship between the
Warren Commission and the CIA will be a subject

for discussion herein.

R,

In addition, this report will examine the
following subjects generated by the Committee's
study as outlined above, in the following general
order of discussion:

1) the - organization of the CIA's invesﬁigation
of President Kennedy's assassination;

2) the working relationship of fhe Warren.
Commission staff and those CIA representatives
concerned with the Warren Commission inquf®y; o ‘L

3) the standards of investigative cooperatgqn
which the Warren Commission staff beiié&éd§ 7
to govern thenquality and quantity of

information supplied by the CIA to the

Warren Commission;

000697
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4) the CIA's concern for protection of its
sensitive sources and methods and the
consequent effects of this. concern

upon the Warren Commission investigation;

Yk, TED,

and
S) the substance and quality of information

concerning Luisa Calderon-passed to the

%“. 2

Warren Commission and the results of this

Committee's investigation of Calderon

m\

and her significance to the events of

November 22, 1963.

| Ui,

II. " Select Comamntiee %_(—-,,,L,-;_.f& - A
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Information Made Available by CIA to Warren
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"TL. Organization of CIA Investigation

of President Kennedy's Assassination

In his Executive Session testimony before the Select
Committee, Richard Helms, the CIa's Deputy Director for
Plans during 1963, ‘described the CIA's role in the

lavestigation of President Kennedy's assassination as
"follows:
This crime was committed on United
States soil. Therefore, as far as the
Federal government was concerned, the pri-
mary investigeting agehcy would have been
the Federal Bureau of Investigation without
any question. The role of the CIA would
have been entirely supportive in the sense ) ,e ¢
of what material we are (sic) able to
acquire outside the limits of the United
States with reference to the investigation.

... For investigative purposes, the Agency

L SEEEET— 999099
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Book Vv, p. 25.)

AU éxice
Branch Chief for CIZxoperatitons=iuH= Hc%z»u7 €entral

\
: . DA
Aﬁwﬁﬁnnrrﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁia in charge of the Agency's initial Lo D

investigative efforts. (HSCA Class. Deposition of John

Scelso,

%ﬁ*n& frm & 18 be U§sé for materidd extrastad
E—cantrslied dacements)

- had no investigative role iqside the United
States at all. So when I used here the
word "supportive," I meant that in the
literal sense of the term. We are (sic)
trying to support the FBI ang support the
Warren Commission and be responsive to
their requests, but we were not initiating
any investigations of our own or, to my

’ recollection, were we ever asked to.
(Executive Séssion Testimony of Richard

Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 17-18.)

Rui T N 1 N LTI

On November 23, 1963 Helms called a méeting of senior- g

tive résponsibility vis a vis the assassination. (ssc,

5/16/78, pp. 111-112, Exec. Session Testimonyéf'

RSN

- Sesified b °:'.:z¥.z?. —

level CIA officials to outline the Agency's investiga-

At that time, Helms placed John Scelso,ﬁeadfu¢ﬂéri
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N
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of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 10.)

\?.'E '.'E‘S&

Scelso testified before the Select Committee,
that he was given charge of the Agency's investigation

on the basis of two considerations: 1)lhis prior fi?

experience in conducting major CIA security investi- °

gations and 2) the observance of Oswald by CIA

RS

surveillance in Mexico, (Scelso's operational concern)
_ b :

less than two months prior to the assassination. (sscC

PN v N~ 1V N 174

Book V, p. 25, HSCA Class. Deposition of John.Scelso,

5/16/70, pp. 111-112.'; Scelso also noted that

RF 0

during the course of his investigative efforts, Helms vy

-
\

did not pressure him to adopt specific investigative T

1

oyl

theories nor reach conclusions within a set period of.
HSC R Clasg Pep. ok ’J’okr\‘gcels’o S//6 '73’, P//-Q.
time; Exeeu@&ve~$ess&an~$esé&m@nyu@f s,

8/9/78, pp. 9-10)* \

-~
P
.
mqm.,\g m .

& ¢

N 2 .
AP H
~teoall

* Raymond Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for
CIA's Counterintelligence Staff characterized Scelso's
responsibility not as a mandate to investigate but
rather to "coordinate traffic (code facilitation,
telegram or telegraphic consideration) for working
with the DDP with respect to what was being done over
the whole world..." (HSCA Classified Deposition of
R. Rocca, 7. l7/78 p. 9.)

Rocca referred to this phase of CIA activity as
the GPFLOOR phase. (Ibid.)
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Scelso described in detail to the Committee the
manner in which he conducted the Agency's investiga-
tion:

...practlcally my whole Branch part1c1pated
in the thing. We dropped almost everything
else and I put a lot of my officers to work
in trac1ng names, analyzing files.

We were flooded with cable traffic, with
reports, suggestions, allegations from all
over .the world, and these things had to be
checked out. We were checking out just dozens
and dozens of people all. the time. (HSCA Classified
Deposition of John Scelso, 5/16/70, p. 131)*

- Durimg the course of the Agency's lnvetlgatlon, Liaison

with the FBI was handled for the CIA by Birch o' Neal.

e T T
7

(Ibld P- 80.) At the time of the assaSSLnaulon Mr O Veal,

a former FBI agent, was Chief of the Special’ Investlgatlons C

Group of the CIA's Counterintelligence Staff. (HSCA Classified

Deposition of Birch O'Neal,” 6/20/78, p. 7, 52.) Mr. 0'Neal

— PR

characterized nis functions with respect to the Ageg;y
Fe ¢

as follows:

(This footnote -- Footnote *- -~ continues
on bottom of page 5)

WIS . eI

WV

ST ORI NCATIRTIN e,

, .
"~

h 1233 W



: - 5 -
Sassification::

g’ih "M i3 18 Be ysed for matsdisl anbsstad
am Ch—santrslled dssyments:)

Scelso stated during his testimony that CIA
field stations worldwide were aleéted to the Agency's
investigation "and the key stations were»receiving
tips on the case, most of which were phony. We did not
send out instructions saying everybody participate in 13\':1

the inyestigation." (Ibid. p. 133.)- It was’ﬂié L q\"

'Aiigaledtlon, however, that throughout his tenure as (‘Lt
coordlnator of the Agency's investigation, the MeXlCO
o, T e

City Station was the only CIA field station directly

R

Footnote * -- continued from bottom of page 4.

I knew that we (at CIA) did not have the
basic responsibility for investigating the
assassination of the President. If there was
a crime commited in the course of this activity,
+siT) it belonged to the FBI. I recognized that
it was our responsibility to give the fullest
cooperation to the FBI to protect the Agency
with regard to any aspects of our operatlons,
you understand, and at the same time giving them
cooperation, and I was in close contact with Mr.
Sam Papich (of the FBI), and always fully co® o *
operated, and he always fully cooperated with me.
(Ibid. p. 52.)

—

-

L O'Neal noted that his office (CI/SIG) at the direction of

~UEA k

the Chief of Counterintelligence, James Angleton, was
designated the central point for collection of assassination-

related information made available to the FBI. (Ibid. pp. 52-53.

g
Oi)ﬁﬁi" 3
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involved in investigatory actlvtﬁles related to PreSLdentl _
Kennedy's assassination. (Ibl&f ‘? . R e ¢
During the Iégééé*haif—bf”December/ Scelso_
issued a summary report which described Oswald's
activities in Mexico City from September 26, 1963 -
October 3, 1963. Scelso characterized the summary report
as incomplete by comparison to assassination-related
information then available to the FBI but ndt provided
to CIA until late Dec. 1963. (Ibid. pR.114-115.) (CIA
Documeht Report by John Scelso to C/CI, é@gDec. 63.})*
Following issuance of this report, Helms shifted‘j. =
responsibility for the CIA's investigation of President.
Kennedy's assassination to the Counterintelligence :
Staff. (HSCA Classified Deposition of John Scelso,
5/16/78, p. 136,:2§i HSCA Classified Deposition of

Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 15 wherein Rocca states that o
s TP

responsibility shifted from Scelso to CI Staff on

January 12, 1964.) Helms testified that this shift in

* Approx1mately two days after President Kennedy's .
assassination, Scelso prepared a summary report, S
provided to Dresn.dent Jonnson by Helms. This report :
adopted the posxtiaﬁ'that Oswald probably was a lone
assassin who had no visible ties to Soviet or Cuban
intelligence though such ties could not be excluded
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responsibility was a logical development because the
iﬁvestigation had begun to take on brpader tones.
(Executive Session Testimony of Richard Helms, 8/9/78,
P- 14, see also HSCA Classified Deposition of Johﬁ
Scelso, 5/16/78, p. 138.)

He%ms' reasoning was expanded upon by Raymond
Rocca who testified before the Committee that the
shift in responsibility described by Helms was caused
in part by the establishment of the Warren Commission.

2f17/2€
(HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond Rocca, pp. 12-13.)

R R W, wEB e

Rocca added:

It was entirely appropriate in the

GPFLOOR phase that he (Scelso) would

have that (respon51blllty for the Agency
1nvestlgatlon ) But the minute you had

a commission set up outsilde the line

obviously had to be the Director, and from

the Director to his Chief of Operations

overseas, because the spread involved

then all of the divisions. Here you had

Mr. (Scelso) belng asked to sign off on-. ,
cab s tha;P d‘w¢g¥ the Netherlands,;]‘ *

-
it g T ¢ NI
mn Ms. M

with U.K., —1 ' and it would
have>seeme towme utterly administratively
simply a hybrid monster. (HSCA Classified
Deposition of R. Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 12.)

!

o

i

James Angleton supported Rocca's belief that "the

spread (of investigative responsibility) involved...

12:0..Lor 44,
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all of the (CIA) divisions." Angleton testifed
to this»Committee that the Agency's efforts to
gather and coordinate information related to |
the assassination underwent a metamorphic
transition. 1Initially, Angleton noted, the
Directbr, Deputy Directbr,'Division Chiefs and

Case Officers approached Warren CommisSion.

‘requirements in a piecemeal fashion. However,

Angleton testified the Agency was eventually

able to focus its resources fo avoid duplication
of effort and provide a system for the central
referencing of assassination related information
as such informaﬁion was developed. (HSCA
Classified Deposition of James Angleton,

10/5/78, pp. 76-77, see also HSCA Cléssified %
Deposition of Raymond Rocca, ;al7/78,

p. 23.)
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The record reveals that during this second phase
of CIA information collection efforts in support of

the Warren Commisssion investigation the concentration

of Agency resources shifted ln emphaSLS from exploratlon
//u ,,,,,
of Oswald's activities in Mex1co Clty to "his residency

e Rt

in the Soviet Union during 1959-1962 and possible

< L . . . v Se*!P aistf )
association with the Soviet intelligence apparatus.* c ¥

(Ibid., PP-32‘33,44,Executive’Session of Testimony of
Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 23.)° _if%&ﬁ;?iﬁ%&é}ROCCa commented

. that during this phase primary interest in support of the

Warren Commission was to follow-up on Soviet leads:

on the assumption that a person who spends

.
. (3]
y LY

four years**in the Soviet Union, under his
circumstances, had to be of specific interest
to Soviet State security and their collateral

authorities. (HSCA Classified Deposition of

\ * e .
Raymond Rocca, pp. 32-33.) (Satfq%%( )) ® .

Therefore, Rocca concluded, the areas the CIA tended y

to concentrate on concerned the Soviets:

G Aopf- (o continition of fel"

i
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*The following exchange between Mr. Rocca and Committee
Counsel sheds further light on the difficulties encountered -
by the Agency related to its investigation of possible.
Cuban involvement in the assassination:

Mr. Goldsmith. Earlier, when I asked yvou which
areas of the case received emphasis, I believe that you
indicated that on balance the primary area of emphasis
was the Soviet connection. -

Mr. Rocca. That was certainly the one that I would
say dominated -- looking at it from my point of view.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, had you known about the anti-
Castro assassination plots on the part of the CIA, would
you have given more priority, more emphasis, to the
possibility of a Castro conspiracy to kill the President?

Mr. Rocca. Again, I say that it would have
simply intensified it, that there was attention given
to it, not particularly by the staff. I had no capabilities
on the Cuban side. '

The organization of their service and their

operation in Mexico was something entirely entirely (sic) _ ... -

within -- it was an-enigma at the time. They were just’
getting started. This was WH's area. This was Win’
Scott's area of proficiency. So the defectors had only

- ~begun. to come out and they came out later, the Cuban

defectors. |

So, I can't -- I really can't say that (a) the

Cuban connection was ignored, because it wasn't. The

press was filled with it at the time. : n
. e !

The Harker interview should have been undoubtedly
given greater attention in a generalized sense; but it
was given specific attention, I was told at the time of
the Rockefeller thing.

Mr. Goldsmith. In what way was the Cuban connection
investigated? :

Mr. Rocca. I don't know. I don't know this.
That side of the report strikes me as -being inadequate.

v T2 Elie o
TR
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*The following exchange between Mr. Rocca and Committee
Counsel sheds further light on the difficulties encountered
by the Agency related to its investigation of possible.
Cuban involvement in the assassination:

' Mr. Goldsmith. Earlier, when I asked you which
areas of the case received emphasis, I believe that you
indicated that on balance the primary area of emphasis
was the Soviet connection. '

- Mr. Rocca. That was certainly the one that I would
say dominated -- looking at it from my point of view.

Mr. Goldsmith. Now, had you known about the anti-
Castro assassination plots on the part of the CIA, would
you have given more priority, more emphasis, to the ‘
possibility of a Castro conspiracy to kill the President?

Mr. Rocca. Again, I say that it would have-
simply intensified it, that there was attention given
to it, not particularly by the staff. I had no capabilities
on the Cuban side. o

The organization of their service and their

operation in Mexico was something entirely entirely (sic) ... -

within -- it was an-enigma at the time. They were just
getting started. This was WH's area. This was. Win’
Scott's area of proficiency. So the defectors had only

- -begun to come out and they came out later, the Cuban

defectors. |

So, I can't -- I really can't say that (a) the
Cuban connection was ignored, because it wasn't. The
press was filled with it at the time. - "
_ N

The Harker interview should have been undoubtedly
given greater attention in a generalized sense; but it
was given specific attention, I was told at the time of
the Rockefeller thing. '

Mr. Goldsmith. In what way was the Cuban connection
investigated? .

Mr. Rocca. I don't know. I don't know this.
That side of the report strikes me as being inadequate.
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Mr. Goldsmith. Well, when I said to what extent
was the Cuban connection investigated, I don't mean by
the Warren Commission. I mean to what extent did the
Agency provide -- '

Mr. Rocca. That I can't answer. I certainly
didn't do it.

Mr. Goldsmith. Pardon me?

Mr. Rocca. We certainly didn't, in R & A.

Mr. Goldsmith. So, CI/R & A did not --

Mr. Rocca. Go into the Cuban side of it at all.
This was something left to the people who were concerned
specifically with Cuban intelligence and security operation.

TR

Mr. Goldsmith. But I believe earlier we
established that Mr. Helms gave orders that information
pertinent to the assassination was to go through your
office, correct?

B ‘W

Mr. Rocca. Yes.

Mr. Goldsmith. And once information pertinent '
to the assassination went through your office, I take (it)
you or Mr. Helms would decide what information would
be relevant for the Warren Commission to see.

S,

Is that correct?

Mr. Rocca. Well --

\ % . ¢ *
Mr. Goldsmith. Based upon what you knew? ¢

\'Av’.;. ?‘Yﬁ,‘

Mr. Rocca. Well, everything would go, ves.

PR r'\i‘ X

Mr. Goldsmith. Therefore, you were in the -
position, it would seem, to know what information was
" being generated in the field that was going to the
Warren Commission. '

Earlier I asked you which area received emphasis
and I believe you indicated that the Soviet area (did).

£

- am~
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Mr. Rocca. Primarily, Primarily. But I didn't
mean by that that it excluded the Cuban, because there
was a lot of material that came through and went to the
Commission that concerned the Cubans.

——ra e o ————

. 'Mr. Goldsmith. Let's go off the record

\\ (Discussion off the record.) R

T e e e e e r—— et

—Mr. Goldsmith. ILet's continue. |

Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that at the time
the great press manifestation was that Cuban exiles who
were in touch with CIA had been somehow involved in this.
This was the great concern. '

Mr. Goldsmith. That's another possibility.
There are different --

Mr. Rocca. Questions went down to WH: do you
have anybody who could possibly have gotten involved in
this kind of thing.

. There was extraordinary diligence, I thought,
exercised to try to clarify that side.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you think that the possibility
of an assassinatiom plot by Castro against the President
was adequately investigated? -

(Pause)

Mr. Rocca. With the advantages of 20-20 hind-
sight, I could say probably not. But at the time ji seemns,
to me that they gave due attention to it -—- within the ¢
information that I had at my disposal.

f

O Qo 7

**In fact, EHO spent 2 years, 8 months in the. Soviet Union

Octobexr 1959 - June 1962

ﬂﬂﬁﬁfﬁ
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ig?;”"ﬁ%ib\ because the people he was in toﬁch with in
C}j§90 - Mexico had traces, prior traces, as KGB
people. They were under consular
cover and obviously could have been
doing and were undoubtedly doing a
consular job in those earlier contacts.
(Ibid., p. 33)
However, Rocca did indicate that Cuban aspects
of the CIA investigation were not.ignored "because
there was a lot of material that came through and
went to the Commission that concerned the Cubans."
(Ibid., p. 44)
Mr. Helms éléo testified that the possibility
of Cuban involvement in President Kennedy's
assassination was a source of deep concern within the
Agency. (Exec. Session Testimony of R. Helms, 8/9/78, p. 21) .
Nevertheless, Mr. Helms sﬁated that development of informa-
tion pertaining to Cuban knowledge of or participat?%n-" : )
.in the assassination was very difficult to-obtain.
(Ibid., p. 138)
Angleton was in agreement with Rocca's analysis
that during the second phase of the Agency's support

role to the Warren Commission the.CIA.concentratedlits

resourcss or@%gﬁssz.ble Soviet influence on 0000 :
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Oswaldf ypdAngleton, p. 86) He stated for the record
ith }egard to the Warren Commission's investigation
(with the CIA's support) of possible Cuban involvemeht
in the assassinatién:

I personally believe that the United

States intelligence services did.not

have the capabilities to ever come to

an adjudication (of the Cuban aspect).

I don't think the capabilities were there.

HSCA™CIassified Deposition of James AngletoEZ)

R A

P
10/5/78+ p. 93)
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As noted abové, the CI Staff assumed responsibility

in late December 1963 - early January 1964 for thé

coordination of CIA efforts to assist the Warren

Commission in its investigation. At that‘timé, Raymond

Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for CI Staff,

was designated point of contact with the Warren

ko i
Commission. (¥ ~ A i - es
Angleton, IT0/5/78, p. 77.) Rocca's Research and

Analysis component was concerned with:

"analytical intelligence, analytical
brainpower, which meant all source, all
overt source comprehension; a study of
cases that had ceased to occupy opera-
tional significance, that is, closed cases
to maintain the ongoing record of overall
quality and quantity of counterintelligenc
being performed by the entire DDP operatio
component; ... the Deputy Director for Plan
(HSCA Classified Deposition of R. Rocca,
?717/78@78ee also HSCA Classified Depositi
of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 77.)

Mr. Rocca testified that assassination-rel

information generated by CIA components was direc

14

e
nal

on

ated

ted"N

to his staff (as designated point o f contact with the

Warren Commission) in the normal flow of day to d
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HScA Class Deps .ol £ .Racca 7/l '7/7?
work (¥bid., pp. 16-17.) This information was then

N

rev1ewed~hy Rocca or his aSSlStantS who lncluded

/- ?;\?-._\

Thomas Hall (Sov1et Expera),//aul Hartman (general
..-r“"‘/

"

g

research and search man for the Uu.s.. Intelllgence

—
—

Community and its resources), and Arthur Dooleyj(who

e

had transferred to the CIA from the FBI & number of

years prior to the assassination) (Ibid. p. 17.) %
During - the course of the.Warrsp Commission investi-

gation, ﬁall Hartman and Dooley~;orked with those ' . ' £
CIA lelSlans producing substantive information %

related to the assassination. (Ibid.)

Mr. Rocca testified that even though
CI/R&A was tﬁe Agency's point of reference with regard
to the Warren Commission, neither his staff nor the
CI staff in general displaced the direct relations of

Mr. Helms or any other concerned Agency official with

¢
the Warren Commission. (Ibid.; Rocca testified thagwheiﬁher

CI Staff nor his staff displaced the CIA's Soviet

———

Division (represented by David Murphy, Chief of the

*
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SR division and his assistant, Téhnant Bagley) 4in
\\______‘_'__.——‘/
its contact with the Commission; nor did CI/R&A

displace John Scelso in his contact with the Warren

Commission.) Rocca testified that in some instances
J. Lee Rankin of the Warren Commission would go directly
to Helms with requests, and in other instances David

Slawson, a Commission Staff counsel, conferred directly

with{Tom Hall\bf Rocca's staff. (Ibid. p. 36.)*
.\.’\~.._,,,_ o ‘

The record reveals that on certain issues of
particular sensitivity Rocca was not permitted to act
as the Agency's point of contact with the Warren Commission.

He testified that "compartmentalization was observed

notwithstanding the fact that I was the working level

point of contact." (HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond

%

A

* Although James Angleton functioned as Rocca's direct
Superior during the course of the Warren Commission
investigation, he did not participate on a regular
basis in the Agency's efforts to supply substantivgﬁ
information to the Warren Commission nor did he dea
on a direct basis with Warren Commission representa-
tives. (excepting Allen Dulles on an unofficial basis;
-HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond Rocca,78/17/78,
pP. 17-18; HSCA Classified Deposition of James Angleton,
10/5/78, p. 78.) However, Angleton testified to this
Committee that he did attempt to keep apprised of
developments as the investigation progressed through
consultation with Rocca. (HSCA Classified Deposition of
James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 81)
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Rocca,¢Z/l7/78, P. 18) Rocca cited by way of example
the case of the Soviet defector Nosenko. Rocca

testified that he did not attend any of the Agency
discussions;pertaining‘to Nosenkd's case (Ibid.)

Rather,‘(as it éffected the Warren Commission investi-

gation) responsibility for the Nosenko case was

assigned to D‘,a'i?i—:i Murphy, Chief of SR Division, in ot

5 ] ) ;
addition to Ri\ch*ard“Hé']'_ms,éEbld) . SR

Rocca described the CI staff mail intercept program,

.

'HTLINGUAL, as a second example of an Agency matter
about which he had no knowledge nor input vis a vis

the Agency's support role to the Warren Commission.

(Ibid., pp. 19-20.) Rather, James Angleton and Birch

£
£

O'Neal handled the disposition of this particular
material (HSCA Classified Deposition of J. Scelso,

5/16/78, p. 113, wherein Scelso states that CI Staff .

. . ! ¢ 4
including 0'Neal, was: repository Of _HTLINGUAL intercepts;
fouck sece NSCA Class Dep. o€ Birch O'ne {078 op23-8Y £
Whertin Olaeal sTodes dhat Aa dik not Kneos LW hether £
Warren BmmissTon had: know (Q«AK o€ e BTLINSIMAL
Proaram bRcause & was Aot A tefﬁoslb;‘lﬁ o provikd
YW urten Commisiion with mokeridds dze Crom
e RTNVSIAL p(‘oaﬂm‘v %
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In summary, it was Rocca's testimony that an internélly
decentralized information—reporting function best
charaéterized'the organization of thié second phase
of the Agency's invéstigative efforﬁs ﬁo assist. |

o W@ Cingy Pepo oF ,Q,;‘Ea;aft,.'?/./'?/??
the Warren Commission. (¥bid., p. 10; HSCA Classified
Deposition of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 75, 80.
See also CIA Doc. Rocca Memo -for Reqord, 1 April 1975,
Subject: Conversation with David W. Belin, April 1, L )
‘ '19ZSC wherein it is stated that Helms remained senior
official in charge.of the overall investigation,

with CI staff acting as a coordinator and repository

of information collected.)
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A.Opinions of Warren Comm1551on and CIA Representatives

Regardlng Warren Commission-~CIA Relationship

The Committee has contacted both representatives of
the Warren Commission staff and those'representatives of
the CIA vho played significant roles in providing CIA-~
generated information to the Warren Commission. The
general cansensus of these representatives is that the
Warren Commission and the CIA enjoyed a su¢cessful
working relationship Quring the course of theVCommission's
investigation. (HSCA Class. Depo. of R. Rocca 7/17/78,
pP. 18) (See also Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard Helms,
8/9/78, 33124,) William Coleman, a senior staff counsel
for the Warren Commission who worked closely with Warren
Commission staff counsel W. David Slawson on matters
which utilized the CIA's resources, characterized
the CIA representatives with whom he dealt as
highly competent, cooperative, and intelligent. i
(See HSCA staff interview of William Coleman,

8/2/78.) Mr. Slawson expressed a similar opinion

regarding the Agency's cooperation and quality
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R

of work. (Executive Session Testimony of W.

David- Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 17;see also JFK

Exhibit 23.)
J. Lee Rankin, General Counsel for the

\:v Warren Commission, testified that ﬁhe Warren
Commission and its staff were assured Sy the CIA
that the Agency would cooperate in the Commission's

;F": workf%k(HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin,

- 8/7/78, p.4:; HSCA Class. Depo. of John McCone,

0 N N N -+ W v <72 W

8/17/78, p. 9)

John McCone, Director 6f Central Intelligence
at the time of President Kennedy's assassination
and during the Warren Commission investigation,
supported Mr. Rankin's testimony in this regard
by characterizing the CIA's work vis—a-vis
the Warren Commission as both responsiYe and
comprehensive. (HSCA Class. Depo. of jdhn |

McCone, 8/17/78, pP. 5) Mr. McCone was responsible

for ensuring that all relevant matters were
ey :
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conveyed by the CIA to the Warren Commission.
(Ibid., pp. 5-6) In this regard, Mr. McCone
testified that:

The policy of the CIA was to give the Warren
Commission everything that we had. T
personally asked Chief Justice Warren to
come to my office and took him down to the
vault of our building where our information is
microfilmed and stored and showed him the
procedures that we were following and the
extent to which we were giving him -- giving
his staff everything that we had, and I think
he was quite satisfied. (Ibid., p. 9)
. . _ ' o o ~ 2 :/O o
However; as il %quenﬁyifl?\;j; l::-;‘?fco() .é;fl’\%\';i?‘ %:‘l' ’;if‘ffétf:’:’t s
b Al naverid b SR e SR I TR 62 Rt AL T R S A

J
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g

g

V'Ai Materials Be Made Promptly Available By

N CIA To Warren Commission

Mr. Raymond Rocca, - ta2 A a-“s\h\:‘;i;/.j‘v,_—v\};u-.:.wr\’!’er‘o-(" CiA

.9 : . -
"}3“‘__-.4 arn rUu et . . L . .
A the Warren Commission investigation,

-characterized the Agency's role as one of

R e .

full support to the Warren Commission. Mr.

Rocca, who served as the Chief of the Research and

89030
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Analysis Divison for the Counter-Intelligence
Staff of the CIA, stated under ocath that
Richard Helms had given the following"

directive:

. oNn an -}’Al
..Czhl material bearing la—aﬁ;twayﬁgiat
could be of assistance to the
Warren Commission should be seen by CI@?
staff and R @nf A and marked for us
i issued very, very strictly worded
'~ indicatiocns -~ they were verbal in so

i TN D57 W = W 7

- far.as I know -- that we were to leave no
stone unturned.
(HSCcAa Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca,
7/17/78 . 24)
R e ”
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orders were followed to the letter Yy all CIA employees.

R

(Ibid. p. 24.) Mr. Rocca,cqncluded that on this basis:

B,

"fﬁg CIA was to turn over and to develophany information

bearing on the assasSinatién that could be of assiétance

to the Warren Commission." (Ibid., p. 26.) |
A different view of the CIA's role régarding the

supply of CIA's information to the Warren Commission was

a6 N 7 £ N

propounded by Richard Helms. Mr. Helms, who served as

the CIA's Deputy Director for Plans during the Warren

%m‘

Commission investigation/was directly responsible for the

CIA's investigation of President Kennedy's assassination GndThe
2% Fablishme X o€ CIA f-(-‘é visa, fl'ﬁ\H\Q. Warcen Commission,
(Ibid., p. 23.) He testified to the Committee that the

R,

CIA made every effort to be as responsive as possible to

Warren Commission requests. (Exec. Sess. Text. of Richard

Heims, 8/9/78, p. 10.) Mr. Helms z2dded further testimony

regarding the manner in which the CIA provided its infor-

mation to the Warren Commission. He stated:

An inquiry would come over (from the Warren Com-
mission). We would attempt to respond to it. . s
But these inquiries came in individual bits an® *
pieces or as individual items...Each individual

item that came along we took care of as best we

could. (Ibid., pp. 10-11.)

0 S T

However, it was Mr. Helms' recollection that the CIA

provided information to the Warren Commission primarily

ek

Clcssuflcqhon: PP OG32
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oath he supported this Proposition:

Mr. Goldsmith: In summary, -is it your position that
the Agency gave the Warren Commission
information only in response to speci-
fic requests by the Warren Commission?

Mr. Helms: That is correct.

I want to modify that by saying that
memory is fallable. There may have been
times or circumstances under which some-

* thing different might have occured, but
My recollection is that we were attempting
to be-responsive and supportive to the
. FBI and the Warren Commission. When
P they asked for something we gave it to
‘ -them. : C

.. =%+ BAs far as our volunteering information £
. T is concerned, I have no recollection of
‘ whether we volunteered it or not. '
' AN (Ibid., p. 34.) o
Mr. Hélms'vcharacterization of fulfilling Warren &
. 3 22?&%. . L 5
Commission raquests on a caseAbasis rather than uniformly .
‘volunteering relevant irnformation to the Warren Commission g
stands in direct opposition to J. Lee Rankin's perception - §§
-of the CIA's investigative responsibility. Mr. Rankin was =~ .
asked by Committee Counsel whether he worked under the . §§
2 T
impression that the Agency's responsibility was simply to
respond to questions that were addressed to CIA by the g

Warren Commission. In response, Mr. Rankin testified as

follows:

Wj, .,

Not at all and if anybody had told me that I
would have insisted that the Commission com-
municate with the President and get .a different

b A '. i h i
grrange@atsﬁmquﬁsnge might not ask the right

BN

08633 |
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questions and then we would not have the '

information and that would be absurd.

(HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin,

8/17/78, p. 4)

Mr. Slawson added support to Rankin's position
testifying that Warren Commission requests to the CIA
were rarely spécific. "The request was made initially
that they give us all information pertinent to the

assassination investigation." (Exec. Sess. Test. of

W. David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 29)

. . - . - . NN, F ) . -
B ; CIA's -?c«.du.r?- 1o Aisaf e _';C|5r AN T
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CIA . beicl (s refictal (i

the subsequent exposure of the CIA's anti-Castro

assassination plots /(SSC Book V) see also(Alleged

Assassination Plots Involving Foreign Leaders, Interim
" . : . R
Report, SSC, ll/20/7517; Parcgosteatiyr—evenr—tfe~the
reCommised A
The recork reveed § st e,
protss, &= CIA's point of contact with the Warren

Commission weudd-apet—havewpeen—able—to—providew=the.,

0605
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ta

9" unfortunate consequence: of 53 uren Lomrnisiion ~ellame ona
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. ,'fwfvﬁeccA.
MIT=ROCCA's testimony Y&vexls, 4= had no

knowledge at the time of the Warren Commission ’
investigation of Agency efforts to assassinate
Fidel Castro. (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond
Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 50)747 secp 36
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1

tg Waxrren Comm1§§¢oﬁfg;gg,reqﬁ€§;;d by the

cOA/ﬁ;iigﬂf:::fggg;xcH’Egg’report o 7?;iggfﬁli _
fg; ti-Castfto assass%gatlon eratiomS, Rocca's
t/ion. (I'{.,p‘ il

% Pt lding| £y Sﬁ{f/ ) -
. no stantive informa-
also

efforts would have produ
The record %@é&(%aﬂzaj$ that the CIA desk

officer who was initially given the responsibility
by Mr. Helms to investigate L Lee Harvey
Oswald, and the assassination of President Kennedy

had no knowledge of such plots during his investi-

d}&»catlon. HS Class. Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78,
JHR=l43 DI3theeqacd Yo the FMLASH aperect /o
PP. 73, EF—HI2)A Mr. Scelso testified that had he

known of such assassination plots the following

action would have been taken:

O OO, . @R YR W e,

“we would have gone at that hot and heavy.

4 We would have queried the agent (AMLASH)
o + . about it in great detail. _I would have
. had him polygraphed by the best “operative
security had to see if he had (sic) heen
a double-agent, informing Castro about - TS
our poison pen things, and so on. I
~would have had all our Cuban sources. )
queried about it." (Ibid., p. 166) 9133{)3

e

-
L Y

As the record reflects,  these plots were known

by few within the CIA. Mr. Helms' testimony regarding
7 Eo«.r.q_ “Acot »—ﬂei L\C“’“"s netin *?oﬂ-h "%Mfﬁ'i!“qwzjﬁoni p(lui"-—v\"fa‘.lﬂ'k
Ackisae ?{n 1s &ﬁ“&i{'wh lel\m raite be ans SoEA Ay, DTS K No u-&f“inn‘h“id’\.\v\’r

: gammqu .\.N .Anﬁ poa-ul (\M:{ ’\'JJ LA i INCH: n,;i-,;,\ C}-’-w;.x,' "'T‘l)

Clcssnf:cahon- e~ p
*See also HSCA Classified Deposxg}on o§iJames Ancleton, lo/5/78,
pp -5 %7wherein Angleton statesrad nedad bl ﬁwz ?96*“N‘>
'T'o ()94}5.“&”(— r‘!v{vcl N \.‘-*v‘? P BY sk"’fd“"{q_,,,(zggn \..Ylt:;%llna?g5 ,‘m_
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these plots reveals that the Agency compromlsed‘4kﬂikd‘05 st

1+s Pivector

,Lts=pxpmxse to supply all relevant information to

See stementet Jonn Mc..kf'f\ f ’oﬂnef’ﬁlf\ )

the Warren CommlSSlOn. The following

betweenlCQmmittee Counsel and Mr. Helms illustrates

-——s

the {extent . .!of the Agency s compromlse-_

Mr. Goldsmith: Mr. Helms, I take it

testimony that your position is

that the anti-Castro

fact, were relevant to the
Warren Commission's work; and,
in light of that, the Committee
would like ta be informed as to
why the Warren Commission was
not told by you of the anti-

-Castro assassination

Mr. Helms: I have never been asked to testlfy
before the Warren Commission about

. our operatlons.

Mr. Goldsmith: If the Warren Commission did not
know of the operation, it certainly
was not in a position to ask you

about it.

Is that not true?

exchange

from your

plots, in

plots.

Mr. Helms: Yes, but how do you know they did .
not know about it? How do you
know Mr. Dulles had not told th

How was I to know that? And bes¥es®

¢ @

I was not the Director of the Agency
and in the CIA, you did not go
traipsing around to the Warren Com-
mission or to Congressional Committees
or to anyplace else without the
Director‘s permission.

Mr. Goldsmith: Did;xou ever discuss

with the Director

hether tne Warren Commission

ShOLlG be informed of the anti-Castro

assassination olots?

Classification: et
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Mr. Helms: I did not, as far as I recall.
(HSCA Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard .
Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 30-31.%,emphasis
added .

)

Mr. McCone testifed that he first became aware

of the CIA's anti-Castro assassination plots
involving CIA-Mafia ties during Augqust 1963. He
stated that upon learning of these plots he directed
that the. Agency cease all such activities. (HSCA
Class. Depc. of John McCone, 8/17/78, p. 13)
When asked whether the CIAAdesired to withold informa-
tion from the. Warren Commission about the Agency anti-
Castro assassination plots to avoid embarrassing the
Agency or causing an international crises he gave
the following response:

"I cannot answer that' since they (CIA

employees knowledgeable of -the

continuance of such plots) withheld

the information from. me. I cannot

answer that question. I have never

been satisfied as to why they with-

held the information from me. (Ibid.,

p- 16)

Regarding the relevancy of such plots to éﬁ% ¢

Warren Commission's work, Warren Commission counsels '

,Egggkiﬁj Slawson and Spegtqr'were in agreement that

such information should have been reported to the

L
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Warren Commission. (Exec. Sess. Test. of W.

David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 27; Exec. Sess. Test.
of Arlen Spector 11/8/77, pp. 45-46; CF, Exec.
Sess. Test.-of_Wesley Liebeler, 11/15/77, p. 71.
where he states tﬁat possible witholding of
information by CIA about Agency attempts to
assassinate Castro did not significantly affect
Warren Commission»invesﬁigation)
jéxﬁrthe—GEALs—pefspeetiuefMr. Rocca
testified that had he known of the anti-Castro

assassination plots his efforts to explore the

-possibiliﬁy of a retaliatory assassination against

- President Kennedy by Castro would have been intensi-

fied. He stated that: " a conoletely different

‘?procedural approach probably would and should hav

been taken.” (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca
7/17/78, p. 45) |

John Scelso, the above-cited CIA desk officer
who ran the CIA's initial inves ;igation of President
Rennedy's assass;natlonfgntll that responSLbllléy
was given to the CIA's counterintelligence staff,

offered a highly critical appraisal of Helms'

non-disclosure to the Warren Commission:
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-Mr. Scelso:

of information;

Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)

Mr. Goldsmith: Do you think Mr. Helms was
acting properly when he failed
to tell the Warren Commission
about the assassination plots?

No, I think that was a morally

highly reprehensible act, which gt

he cannot DOSSlblY justify qnder!

his oath of office, or any
other standard of professional

public service. (HSCA Class.

-Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78)

l O‘d ﬁ(f;f)-"‘-s’./j"“f'r“ﬁs

o. "= . _Agency Gemeern for the Sanctity |

of Sensitive Sources and Methods - Factors Affecting

' CIA Resporse to Warren Commission Requests

The length of time required by the CIA to

respond to the Warren Commission's requests for-

information was depéndent upon 1) the availability

2) the complexity of the issués

presented by the request and 3) the extent to which

the relevant information touched upon sensitive

CIa

sources and methods. On the first two points, MR s

Helms testified that when CIA had been able to

satisfy a Commission request, the CIA would then send

a reply back:

"and some of tHese inquiries obviously
took longer than others. '
For example, some might involve

o PR o
ard Cu hed LA AJ

Clcssiﬁcaﬁoﬁ:
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checklng a file which was in Washington.
Other inquiries might involve trylng to
. see if we could locate somebody in some
overseas country.

Obviously, one takes longer to per-
form than the other. (Exec. Sess. Test.
of Richard Helms, 8/9/78 p. 25)

(’

T

ot

es thezdﬂi's coné;rn for protectlng its

n to expérience greater diffiedlty i
P

getting re;é@ant information tham when gife protec-

tion such soureés and methods w not at issue.

-

J. Lee Rankin expressed the opinion that the Agency's

effort to procect its sensitive sources~and e\pods FlrfunUAr(
witnh Njo.r:x Yo CiAswrillance ape s A Mexkico L

1% . affectthe quality of the information to whlch

4“” ) '
ces and am'e‘::/l;ds caused the Warren g

the Warren Commission and its staff were given §
access. (HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankln 8/17/178, .
P s B pee e ezt
22) As a result or éhe—eéA S concern,in some instances £
the Agency sbesdmidmrietrto |~ | T oeli»{_:.) §
@‘% o SaUCE
llml cce “ﬂaterlals y the Commission.\ u.»\\Q .
‘)\DV\ @\Q = "‘Z éﬁ
. Y{HSCA ass. Depo. of John Scelso, S5/16/7 15&8 . L B
. ) 7 0. &
Q(be-é\
The Committee has identified two areas of

concern in which the Agency's desir re to’protect its 5

sensitive sources and methoas ixpedged: the Warren

Commission's investigation. These are:

R

308041
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1) Witholding information fronm the Warrcn
SN

.\—-dk‘ [angFy
: Cocmmission - . Pertaifiing/to the—phote-
;& '\/\ susveirtIanca [&nd telephbnic‘surveillanc e J

operations of the CIA's Mexico City Station

2) As a related consideration, the Agency's

now referred to as that of the "Mexico

City Mystery Man" developed ‘ca*hdﬂ‘s MexicoCsty pho
sucycillanc oceratlons , .

Q1A' T n ok Qonctra For Begeal Rave!

PENBATIE Seur Y Sk Methrolls

The CIA's concern for revealing the existence

of sensitive technical operations, as outlined above,
was evident from the inception of the Warren Commission.

Mr. Scelso commented that "we were not authorized

(Ibid., p. 158) But Scelso did testify that:

; , , tp,é‘r k(
"We were going to give them intelligence ']ww"
N ,ﬁ reports which derived from all our sources kw‘-"'-“
A “ (}( including technical gources, including the" 04 -i
o X Q 2\ <‘45 Ete‘léphdri‘é'.;'é'in't'erc'e‘pt ;End the information v
N\ 0},«" gotten from the interrogation of Silvia
N ) Duran, for example, which corresponded
Q‘ almost exactly with the information from
( the telephone ‘intercepts J

ﬁ ) at first to reveal all our technical operations."

Mr. Scelsco's characterization is supported by

examination of the background to the first major CIA

report furnished the Warren Commission regarding

?‘ Classification: e s

. /,..- reticence to reveal the origin of the photograph

g
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20, 1963 cableAis also set forth: in a CIA memorar®im ¢ '
7 of December l;ftI;ES(;s it specificaily concerned . '

Classification:
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Lee Harvey Oswald's trip to Mex1co City. (CIAa

poc. FOIA “F509- -803,_1/31/645 Memorandun~for—J... 66&1 f

M

G

Lee “Rankin from Richard Helms) Much of the
information provided to the Warren Commission
in this-report was based upon sensitive sources
and methods; identification of which had been
deleted completely from the report. |
The CIA policy limiting Warren Commission
knowledge of CIA sources and methods was articu-
iated as early as December 20, 1963, at which

time a cable was.sent from CIA headguarters to

the ngiéb City Station which stated:

. Our present plan in vassing information
. “kothe~Wd¥ren CommisSsion~is to eliminate
mention of[telephone tapsa in order to
- protect - your contrnulng“bbs. Will rely
“instead on statements of Silvia Duran
. and on contents of Soviet Consular file _
— which Soviets gave[p ID_JCIA-DocT—FOTA~ & @ .7
#420-757, 12/20/63, Dixr 90466) ‘

g,

The basic‘policy articulated in the December

L N N

‘the CIA's relations with the FBI " (CIA Memorandum
: e g
for File, 12/20/63, Q§f§§1J3L§ei£”~1ncluded in w1th Soft
file materials) In that memorangdﬁj Birch 0O'Neal %;
T % - I §

of the CIA Counterintelligence/Special Investigations

Group S%gfb WX O] that he had been advisad by Sam
Class: ication:

A

[



Classification: ___ ‘éé&'

(This form i§ to be used for material extracted
Papich, FBforh Gldsannttaled decuBiEats.) that the FBI was

anticipating a request from the Warren Commission
for coples of the FBI's materials Wthh supported

or comprlmented the FBI's flve volume report of

December 9, 1963 that had been- subnltted to the

Warren Commission. Papich provided O Veal\§1th

C R

this report which indicated that somglUnited

T~

States Agency wasftapplng telephones ln Mex1co

Ny

-and asked him whether the FBI could supply the

Warren Commission with the sourcé:of the:telephone
le TN

/\O
e taps}j O\Eeeie memorandum shows that he discussed

this matter with Scelso. After a discussion

N Em UED.

with Helms, Scelso was directed by Helms to prepare
CIA material to be passed to the Warren Commission.

;’O’ﬁeel wrote:

&

o
-
"

R TGEES.

N

LN

| nondd
Classification: 000444
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He (Scelso) was quite sure it was not
.the Agency's desire to make available
to the Commission at least in this
manner--via the FBI-sensitive informa-
tion-which could relate to telephone
taps,] (CIA Memo for File, 12/20/63, by
-Birch\0'Neal,; included in_Soft File

\--...

D.xl'_fzh'f‘r"-ji_:-‘f;'ktf '\}/(J\! § IV ideween pLSvred v

2>
: ! : 3 [ o~ . F‘{
<l S, s . ~ — e’ > 2N
LSTHr i S A, § DA ANt 37, R TN e S
N> RIS A Q2 ) T e o G L L

Y

*

The opinion expressed by Scelso as of December
20, 1963 was set forth on January 14, 1964 in a
formalized fashion,” (s’hen Helms expressed his
concern regarding exposure by the FBI of Agency
sources to the Warren Commission. HKelms wrote
that the CIA had become aware that the FBI had
already: - :

called to the attention of the
Commission, through its attorney,
that we have information [{as deter-
mined from Agency sources) coinciding ;
with th€ date’when Oswald 'was in Mexico
City and which may have some bearing

on his activities while in that area.

. (CIA dissemination to FBI, 1/14/64,
. CIA 7 CSCI-=3/779/510. tota q1q-q1

" T Mr. Helms further indicated that the CIA might

be called upon to provide additional information
acquired from checks of CIA records and agency
sources. He suggested that certain policies be
employed to enable CIA to work cooperatively
with the Commission in a manner which would g
protect CIA information, sources and methods.
Among the policies articulated were two which
Helms claimed would enable the Agency to control
the flow of Agency originated information. 1In
this way the CIA could check the possibility of
revealing its sources and methods inadvertantly.
The policies articulated were:
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The CIA policy of eliminating reference to Agency

sensitive sources and methods is further revealed
by examination of an Agency cable, dated January 29,

1964, sent from CIA Headquarters to the CIA Mexico

(L ‘ . . . ’ t -\\ '
(% ©7 city Station. (CIA Doc. FOIA #398-204, 1/29/645 "

\
h

"DIR 97829) This cable indicated that knowledge of
Agency $ources’and“techniques was still being with-
held from the Warren Commission, and Stated that on
Saturday, February 1, 1964,.the CIA was to present
‘a report on Oswald's Mexico City activities to the

Warren Commission which would be in a form

protective of the CIA's Mexico City Station's

sources and techniques (Ibid.)

(Footnote cont'd from pg. 23.)

1) Your Bureau not disseminate information re-—
ceived from this Agency without prior concuig
rence C

2) In instances in which this Agency has provided
information to your Bureau and you consider

that information is pertinent to the Commission's
P . . . . .
Ay ok interest, and/or complihents {s3c¥ or otherwise

(e

is pertinent to information developed or
received by your Bureau througa other sources

and is being provided by you to the Commission,

you refer the Commission to this Agency. In
such cases it will be appreciated if you will

a5 C advise us of such referral in order that we may' /
SO antic&gate.&heﬁgossible future interest of the -l
~ 5y 1 % > saratory sieps to

Commisy BSOS IR T HENs

meeting its needs. (Ibid.)dcty
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. !
Telephone Taps

Mr. Helms offered testimony regarding the CIA's
reticence to inform the Warren Commission, at least

during. the initial stage of the Commission's work,
pietutelited et Al e Sy

of the CIA's[}g}gphdnie»aq@lphoto surveillarnce ®

operations in\Mexico City.
The reason for the _sensitivity of these
telephone tapféj and purveillance was not
only oec% Dse it wag sensitive from  the
Agency's -standpoint, but the[telephone

Jtaps were[> 6&
oz. _:]and therefore,

if this had become public } nowledge,

it would have caused very bad feelings
between[Mexicd}iand the United States,

and that was the reason. (Exec. Sess. :
Test. of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 51-52)

The/7iP s/ﬁ/hllllngness to inform the Warren

. -
'/V - -
Commi §/;n rﬁ//; ﬁ/ly stages of its-investigation

e

o

tne abov,,déscrlbed sejzii}lence operat1Cns 15

a sburce,- -0f copcern tg/;h*s Commlttee. Itﬂls

)\.

t /: ,-
1nd~cat1ve B5f an. Agency po11cy deSLgned to skew
o / e
iﬁ/i;§/§évor Jhe form,and sub%;gnéé of 1nformat_qp
-

the i;i/féf:’uni/m‘ortabl‘/provadlng the Warren
///

CommiSsion. (HSCA Class.,Depo;{i:/gpﬁg/;;elso,
S/6/78, p. 158) Thi proceii/, ght well hdve

’ S

/ ’/

fission's ability to-proceed in

hampered the Cor

N I Classified by dzrivation:
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As noted prev1ously, on January 31, 1964, _
the CIA provided the Warren Cornm:.ss’on with a §

memorandum that chronicled Lee Harvey Oswald's

4
Mexico City visit during September 26 1963 2 9ld s, =, W"‘s §

ﬁ(cm Doc. FOIA #509-303 1/31/64 7Ty f;;f_—,’;‘;c;’;,(f‘
October 3, 19§3_ That -‘memorand not mentlon,,,, Jd.xﬁ,cw

7~ *{— .- g{‘

.

and Soviet Embassy/Consulates had been{tapped and ¥
by<ﬂuanvncy s Mexico City Sta ~
subsequently]transcrlbed. Furthermore, that memo-

and] transcribed conversations between Cuban Embassy ST

randum did not mention that the CIA hadrtappe'd ' §
employee‘ Sylvia Duran and Soviet officials at the ‘ _ g

/

a———-g
Soviet n,mbassy/Consulate%w{ e(lon,made of (Mg;{—e

the conversati’&zs betwee

an Pr s:.dent,DortJ.-cosJ

£
to ben'co Armas whlch the fi) g’i

and C &n-Ambassado
ha dlsorta;med ancx] tr scrlbea/ | g}
X«‘A:Stw_ ‘;‘;
On cebrua 151964, Helms appeared before the ;
i Aty )‘\M"é
Cormission and }kety discussed ithe memorandum of H &
January 31, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA #498-204, 1/29884, o * =+ gzg
DIR 97829) On February 10, 1964, J. Lee Rankin wrote
Helms in regard to the CIA memorandum of January 31. :‘::‘:
, 4
(JFK Doc. No. 3872 ) A review of Rankin's letter
€
£

c:_:a,-\_y-’f‘

o e
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‘ indicates that as of his writing, the Warren :} 4

COmmlSSlOn had no substantlve knowledge of[%he‘y%rC
[telephonlc survelllancéLppéfEEion or the production
J..e.J th_e tapes and transcripts Cfr-om that operatiog
Rankin inquired in the February lO,-l964 letter

whether Oswald's direct communication with employees

of the Soviet Embassy (as stated in Paragraph 1 v

A
7/1,l -

\ Lt

/} (':?C'\

Ly

\& \'-""1 v

& o\ of January 31 memorandum) had been faCLlltated by v
wa-»itelephone or 1nterv1ew Manifestly, had the Warre;Y}
Commission been. informed of the[telephonlc
sufvéillancé]qperatlon and -its success lpfiapplngj
Oswald this inquiry by Rankin would not have been
made.
~Raymond Rocca's testimony uends to support
this LOnCIUSlOn; It was Rocca's recollectmon that

between the tlmeAperiod of January 1964 -~ April 1964,

Warren Commission's representatives had visited the

CIA's headquarters in Langley, Virginia and had TN

been shown various transcrlpts resulting fro{:the

- S

LSIA s telephonlc survelllance ‘operations in Mexico

o,

City. (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78,

p- 89) However, Mr. Rocca did not personally make
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this material available to Commission representa-
tives and was not ableﬁto state under oath

precisely the point in time at which the Warren
Commission first learned of these operations.A(Ibid.)

On February 19, 1964 the CIA responded to

(e P 384, Fo, Ala. S SB-FaF

Rankin's inqﬁiry of february 10. The Agency
response did indicate that Oswald had phoned the
Soviet Consulate and was also interviewed at the
Consulate. However, the Agency " neither revealed
the source of this information in its response to
the Commission nor indicated that this source

Would be revealed by other means (e.g. by oral
briefing). ;(Ibidr)

-

P’ 3

Warren Commission Knowledde ci[CIA Telephonic Surveillance]
During the period of March - April 1964,
David Slawson drafted a series of memoranda which

among other issues «concerned Warren Commission Kifgg— o ¢

ledge of and access to the production:ggﬁeri§l

-

A ) o . -
derived from thé[CIA telephonic surveillanceloperations
in Mexico City. A review of these memoranda tends
to support the Committee's belief that the Warren

Commission, through Mssrs. Slawson, Coleman, and
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and Wlllerﬁg"'ﬁiﬁ"hétwog?:é”% é?fc@ggnqlofﬁﬁtegelephonlc
from ClA—controlled documents.)
surveillancelmaterlals until April 9, 1964. On

QRN

that date, Coleman, Slawson and Wlllens “met—with

Wln SCOtL, the CIA's Chlef of Statlon in Wex1co \

S~

City, who provided them WLth ‘various . transcrlpts

and translatlons(derlved froﬂ[CIA;jeiephone Ret: peT }

of the Cuban and Soviet Embassy/

G RAR

(Slawson

Memorandum“ofxé?ril 22, 1964, Subject: Trip to
\Mexico-City P .13-5

N
~.,

g, NV

wPrior-t6prril 9,1t appears doubtful that
N the Commission had been-gi&en.even partial access
;‘\ ~ to the referenced material. Nevertheless, by March
o 1‘ 12, 1964, the record indicates that the Warren

CommlSSlOn had at- least become\aware that(the CIa

dld malntald telephonlc surveﬂlance:]oF the Cuban

CNEE G

EmbaDSJ/Consulate;~ (Slaw~on memorandum, March 12,

=
) 1964, Subj. meetlng with CIA representatlves).. 5
Slawson's memorandun of March 12 reveals that. the Warren 4
\CommlsSLOn had learned that the CIA possessed trdm- P . §

scripts of conversations between the Cuban Ambassador
\14| A l‘-~ £
@ ol to Mexico, Armas, and the Cuban President Dortico The =
-

Dorticos-Armas conversations, requested by the Warren
+he
f\’}a'dL I(\ LY
wkdﬂ huoé’n Iuamma S e /o ./) Y
- 3/ m_em%f“' : //3 7

z crp'sTanns RO 50987
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-~ from ClA—controlled docum@gwamﬂ'aﬁ—
Comm15510n representatives at rnbu4u:7; with
CIA officials, including Richard Helms,.concerned
Silvia Duran's arrest and interrogation by the
Mexican ?ederal Police. (Slawson Memorandum of
April 22, 1964, pp. 3, 19, 45-46) Helms responded
to the Commission's request for access, stating
that he would attempt to arrange for the Warren
Commission's representatives to review this material.
(Slawson Memorandum of March 12, 1964, p. 6)

Another Slawson memorandum, dated Marcﬁ 25,
1964 céncefned Oswald's trip to Mexico. 1In that memo
Slawson wrote that the tentative cbnclﬁsions
he had reached concerning Oswald's Mexico trip,
were derived from CIA memoranda of January 31, l°64

and February 19 1964, (Slawson Memo andum of March

25; 1964, p. 20) and, in addition, a Mexican federal

police summary of interrogations

7 v t4 L/ A7TE nw?n v
after the assassination{with . — TE i oo

-

. .- T Slawson wrote:

A large part of it (the summary report)
is simply a summation of what the Mexican
police learned when they interrogated Mrs.
Silvia. Duran, an employee of the Cuban
Consulate in Mexico City, and is there-

- fore only as accurate as Mrs. Duran's
testimony to the police. (Ibid.)
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These comments indicate that Slawson placed

qualified reliance upon the Mexican police summary.

Tole

Moreover, there is no indication that Slawson had

been prov:.ded the Duran[telephoru.c :Lntercept] tran--
scrlpts. In fact, by virtue of Slawson's comments
concerning the Mexican.police report, it would

appear that the Warren Commission, as of March 25,
had been provided-little substantive information
pertaining to Silvia Duran. As Slawson reveals,

the Commission had been forced to rely upon the two
memoranda that did not make reference to the surveil-
lance operations, and a summary report issued by

the Mexicén Federal Police. Thus, the Agency had

:\. el ‘P(er..{u.d_(lo\

ST T L for over three months z= . = exposing

. T e o * e duad ~¢¢n1Lg$lS
the surveillance operations tc theftreview of the

concerned Warren Commission staff members. As was

: 3
stated in the~CIA cable of December 20, 196/ to its

Mexico City Station: o s AP

Our present plan in passing information
to the Warren Commission is to eliminate
mention ofételephonevtaps,]in order to
protect yo

rely instead on statements of Silvia T
Duran and on contents of. t consular
file which Soviets gage ODAgiggpere.
(CIA Doc. FOIA #420-7STS

CIA . p 2344~ DIR 90466)
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The Committee's belief that Slawson had
[4{!«2})&44.._ u—&(fc&ﬁif ]
not been glven access to the Duranftranscrlpts is

R,

further supported by reference to his memorandum

r\A¥‘§ of March 27, 1964 (@P55%%) wherein he states his

conc1u51on that Oswald had visited the Cuban

I ok et Pk onin by o~
o Embassy orf three occasions. (Ibid, p. 2) This

R

again .
conclusion, he wrote,was based upon an analysis of

Silvia Duran's testimony before the Mexican police.

This memorandum bears no indication that he had
reviewed any of the Duran transcrlpts;////;thermore,
on b ﬁ/give ccess to thef transcerﬁs,

nelr stance woul

R,

T,

ave been ncorporated

| lnto,ﬁis anaJYSLS and accg 1ng12/23;ed for thls”/!
?flpurpose. His analx;;é/;:;id hav reflectea he fact

AL

A

of‘ hLS review elther by lts, orroboratlon or

P s i i ]
criticism of'the above cited Mex1can-pollce summary report. 7
Logically, accefs to the[C' 's telephedic _
ﬁfcsurvelllance rodqulon would ha¥e clarified some @ & ! “é?
amblgultles Fonﬁéxample, oy September#27, at 4:05 p.m.

7 ‘é‘ R
- & sy
(Slawagn Memorandum of Apr{i 21, 1964, Subj: LInée\gepts \ %
?’
rom Soviet and Cuban Embassies in Mexico, p. 2) ?uk'cf‘ once

4"__ﬂ_~”,,’«f Zadho TSR
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. A £
an American, subse ently 1dei;%rled by @IA andlysts

as Oswald was at éﬁe Cuban Empassy. - (Ibid. . 4)
/ g’ Corrotorading IsNaldds visitsitotia C,,Joqnmo‘{gsj

Had thisfinforgét;on“been rndde avallgble to!Slawson,

his calculatidns of Oswaldﬁs-activ%#ies in Mexico

TR wm.

City would Have been mor firmly established than
‘rebiengd V n RS mEmMD fxadkiinn
they were as”of March 27, 1964.

R,

The record supports the Committee's finding

that as of April 2, 1964 the Warren Commnission had

SEiLL not peen given access to g SIS Gusind
series[of{%elephonlc intercepts ¢ "=t memorandun of .

. Py

that date by Coleman and Slawson, © posed one .gg
question to the CIA and made two- réquests for informatién

from the Agency. (Slawson - Coleman Memorandum Ofﬁg o ) gg

April 2, 1964, Subj: Questions Raised by the Ambassador 4

Mann File) Coleman and Slawson wrote: %

1) What is the information source referred §§

té in the November 28 telegram that ~

NGt
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. : ' Classification: SECRET

(Yiwddré Bnteepdededdorseatetial @dwasteth
from ClA——controlled documents.)
Odessa;

4

[y

2) We would like to see copies of the

transcripts[of thevintercepts] translated

if possxble, in all cases where the ’
\

Enterceggs]refer to the assa551natlon
of%;ei;ted subjects;

3) We would“efpecially like to.see the
[intercept] 1n which the allegation that

money was passed at the Cuban Embassy

TR GEE OO e

is discussed (Ibid.)

The question initially posed by (Item I) in

the above-referenced memorandum of April 2 concerns

the[CIA telephenic intercebgéﬁ?éepﬁeﬁber'27 1963 ¢

..... - ol
=3

at 10 37 a.m. (Slawson Memorandum of April 21 4

1964 p- l) Obv1ously, if oldwqon found it necessary ; d

to request the source of the information, he had 'S fij_

not as yet been provided access to the original (V¥ |
U I

g&.
material by the CIA. e R . 3
A} L4 /. ?

t_’—"

LL. Item Number T of the abovefffg;ing tendg/go show
.-\ / /
L.;,
é}J that the Commis€ion hagd run:beéh giving access to the[}nterceg
concernlng/ggesjssas51natlon _ 4

“RGAT o\
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Item number three of the above listing
reveals that[thé&;ﬁfércepﬁIﬁf]the Dérticos—ArmaS
conversation of November-22, 1964, in which the
passing of monies was discussed had not as of April
2 been provided to the Commission. The Commission
had specifically requested the Dorticos—-Armas
transcripts at & March 12, 1964 meeting between
Commission representati&es and Agency representatives.
(Slawson memorandum, March 12, 1964, Subj: Conference
with CIA on March 12, 1964)

On April 3, 1964, Coleman and Slawson exprassed
their concern for receiving complete access to all
materials relevant to Oswald's Mexico City trip:

The most.pfobaﬁle final result of the
-entire investigation of O;Qald's.acgivities
in Mexico is a conclusidn that he Qent'

there for the purpose of trying to reach

Cuba and that no bribes, conspiracies, 2 TR

etc. took place.

...In order to make such a judgment (that-

all reasonable lines of investigation that

might have uncovered other motivations or

R EEh. RN W
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possible conspiracies have been followed

through with negative results), we must

become familiar with the details of what

both the American and Mexican investi-~-

gatory agencies there have done. This

means reading their reports, after trans-

lation, if necessary, and in some cases

talking with the investigators themselves.

(Slawson and Coleman Memorandum, April
(T ol 3. 1964, subj: Additional lines of

Investlgatlon in Mexico Whlch May Prove
2mphasis
Worthwhile, p. 11.)
Harceo B Aol b SASLD
//Ouxxxﬁj«t &aaefesfiy, Coleman's and Slawson s dQSlre

for a.thorough 1nvestigation oSN AVENCY - S ﬁjggaéaa . .
e . s ‘S’uaj¢‘2' > vl /,m,-no‘/-m

. 29 ) . - /gjcfe"?
| eaposédthe CIA's concern SOL*ces and methods,

however relevant to the Commission's investigation,

bowexpeosed. Considering the-gravity and signi-

ficance of the Warren Commission's investigation m .
) the ‘ '
4*‘&/‘ “or ,N,Ifce(fc-f
Agency' oAWlthOldlng of materlal from the
May havde 1mpeded + s wbo, /,@ﬁ/\%&
Commission statff was,ekee*éy—eaﬁxeae
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On April 8, David Slawson, Howard Willens,

andAWilliam Coleman flew to Mexico City, Mexico

to meet with the representatives of the State
Department, FBI, CIA, and the Government of Mexico.
(Slawson Memorandum, April 22, 1964, Subj: Trip-

to Mexico City, p. 1) Prior to their departure,

they met with Thomas Mann, the U.S. Ambassador tot'
Mexico during Oswéld'e visit to Mexico City and at

the time of President Kennedy's aésassination. (Ibid.)
Ambassador Mann told the Warren- CommlsSLOn representa—
tives that the CIA's Mexice City Station was actively

engaged in photosurvelllance opcratlons agalnst the

.Sov1et and Cuban Enbassy/seﬁsn*ateg‘TIola., p. 3)

qPon.the group's arrlval in Mexico City, they

were met by U.S. Ambassador Freeman, Claire Boonstra

of the State Department Clarke Anderson of the FBI,

and Wlnston Scott of the CIA (Ibld pp. 9-10)
N

That same day, during a meeﬂt‘;_ng;'between,,,‘t’_he 2

T el

Commission representatives an& Win Scott, Scott made

available to the group actual transcrlpts[of the CIA's

- .
‘telephonic survelllanca,,_operatlons ]accompanied ith

Mo ( Tl A

?ngllsn»t anslations of the ‘transecripts. In addition,
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he prov1dé§h'§c}é°rm 5ots be }o for f‘§*"6’f’ §ﬁo%o§’raphs

from ?A——confroll cumenfs

for the tlme period covered by 0swaldlis visit

that had resulted frog photosurvelllance of the
It :fb 4 9{;

Cuban and Soviet Embassy entrances David Slawson

St

wrote: "“\

“...Mr. Scott stated at the beginning
of his Harrative that he intended to make
a complete disclosure of all facts,
including the sources of his information,
and that he understood that all three of
us had been cleared for TOP SECRET and
that we would not disclose beyond the
confines of the Commission and its
immediate staff the information we obtain-
ed through him without first clearing it
with his superlors in Washington. We
agreed to this." . (Ibid.)

Mr. Scott described to the Commission repre-:

. T . dk\ftc{'(q
sentatlves the CIA's course of action > : — — 27 :

follow1ng the assaSSLnatlon, lndlcatlng that hlS
staff lmmedlately began to compile dossiers on

Oswala, Duran, and everyone else throughout Mex1co

whom the CIA knew had had some contact with Oswald

(Ibid.) Scott revealed that all known Cuban and Russian. -
o,

2]

intelligence agents had “qurekly  been put under
surveillance folloQing the assassination. Slawson
concluded : - *“““~a\\

.\  "Scott's narrative\plus the material we
‘h were shown disclosed immediately how
\Jncorrect our preyvious information had.
been @n Osz g's contacts with the Soviet

and Mexica aCSLesxnﬁhpoarent’j the

Classification: __eeSa -

? / ‘( .- 44
he pelemence ;LowLL bate C.u.bam
: Classified by dQ ﬂ:t&rﬂ

R N T

e

4

REGD,

R 4 N '

.

-

o

g,

N g

N
A



pro A 3

Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
disfeqw Ciongomndlledtdcsmdons to which our
information had been subjected had
entered some place in Washington,
because the CIA—information that we
were shown by (Scott) was unambiguous on
almost all theSerucial points. We had
previously planned to show Scott,” Slawson's
reconstruction of Oswald's probable . k\\
activities at the embassies to get Scott's
opinion, but once we saw how badly distofted  --
our information was we realized that this
would be useless. Therefore, instead, we °®
.decided to take as close notes as possible
from the original source materials at some

%":1 %

U,

GHE LN

y

. , s e . ) *
later time during our visit. (525955;P: 24)
® A geparate Slawson nemorandum of April 21, 1964 records 2

----- -
LIS

the results of the notetaking from orlginal source

G

‘materials that he did following Scott's disclosures.

S ',.‘;
. . . &
" These notes dealt exclusively with the[telephonltc ;’;
intercepts]pertaining to the Duran and Oswald conver- _
sations for the period Sept. 27 - Oct. 1, 1963. ;;
(Slawson Memorandum, April 21, 1964 SupjiLEQpercepts .
from the Soviet and Cuban Embassies in ‘Mexico City;Tny 'g
It is evident from SlgWson's record that the 4

cetic Enie Florow te e P /'-d/\C'.orp-r'm',(f,‘a,\ L8R
2 igi source matérials, in is ’ . &
.. ;g
. &
Oswald's sofourn in §

It/ meant that;as of Apri%/{ﬁ; 1964,
f 7
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NGEny
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nearing the halfwéf point of the‘?ﬁ}ren Commission
o

Qo [t A prccssar s/

investigation, ommission was--foreed-to retrace -

“ERD O

the factuwal path by which it had structured gswald's

activities in Mexico City. /'.further revealed that

the Agency had provided ambfbuous information to

f

the Commlss on when, in faét "on almost all the
f

SlgnlIlC ntly more prec1se materials.

"

crucial p

OE.  WED. D,

Commission. (Ibid.) the-Agency s. early policy
! %) inck S s e

{
could haye been made ;2§1lable for analiysis by the
/V&%&EhﬁTETEVant

of not,prov1d1ng the Commission with
C" lé“’L(
in derive Lron Resdetin ~sefdsitive ~sources
‘*h hamperea . f . . .
and-methods* aéVéffte&béy—ﬁnée§m¢nad the investigation

an%;possibly foréblosed lines of }nvestigation e.g.,

Pl

Cuban>1nvolvement, that mlghc haé; been more serlouslj
/ -

'conSLdered nad thlS Waterlal oeen expedltlously

N

- 5
E
" E

R,

- provided. "-“QaA S
_ mc*“‘oC“ngloa?y\amsufdtl”%fﬂ.t G\M“”\‘L i
",j‘ i —y—»—i—s&s—&e-z-y—-{»} ia;"?}-\_ata;‘q‘ Nl Gy L%:j CQJ\ ¢ '
P A S
On November 23, 1963, FBI Special Agent Odum
. &
showed Marguerite Oswald a photograph of a man E.:-
5

bearing no physical resemblance to her son (Warren

4
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j;f??‘ Mexico City Statioq/after Agency representatives

1 ., - '
GDDLLWarren Commission Doc. 67)721his photographfwhich was-lone
F _ 3

- - -« » l
,/’?;gia series resulting from the CIA's photosurvelllange S
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- Classification: __ M

Cormission(THedgsm it to3 beyused, foc ntSEbFrEsHed aa ‘been
)

" from ClA—controitzd documenfs:
suppkied*to*theaggl on November 22 by the CIA's

hadusearchedutheif:files in an effort to locate
Ibid. ' 4

(jCk’ information on Oswald: (CIA Doc. DDP4-1555, 3/%5764,

N

e S
N e et et T

ukékﬁoperations against the Soviet and Cuban Embassyﬁ@eﬁegéeé@eﬁ

4 gl - . .\‘ ) . :
4\§£}or‘tqﬂthe“aSSass&patloqL; had been linked by

— - —

the “Mexico City Station to Lee Harvey Oswald. (Ibid.)
Ridﬁard*Helﬁé;'in a sworn affidavit before the Warren

Commission, stated that the photograph shown to

ot Seht o€ FHhe 0p T A

Marguerite Oswald had been taken es—€c

—October—47,7 1963
Qg A O actA SRS (o Tt e dJ4r7f§%£4_?Q:fDmk‘:Y— L

in Mexiéﬁ’tif?"ﬁﬁ&“ﬁi?taken&y~iinkeé~a%n%hat~%¢me—ée
1Al 3 4y Noremher 53793
Oswald. . (Warren Commission Affidavi®™ of Richard Helns
' 4 (,oaf(<,\co~w.~;ss?>~‘;«axr-~)<

'8/7/64, Vol. XI, pp. 469-470)

On February 10, 1964, Marguerite Oswald testified
before the Warren Commission and recounted the cir-

cumstances under which she was shown the photograph. e

(Warreh Commission Report Vol 3?153]Mrs. Oswald testified

_that she believed this photograph to have been of Jack

RUbY-(Ibid;)Ff- |
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Thereafter, on February 12, 1964, J. Lee
Rankin wrote to Thomas Karramesines, Assistant DDP
requesting both the identity of the individual
depicted in the photograph apd an eiﬁianation of
the c1rcumstances by which this photograph was
obtained by the Central Intelligence Agency.
(Letter of J. Lee Rankin, Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc.
13872) FolA 3’%3 2FE3A

| On that same day, in a seperate leteer,
Rankin wrote to DCi McCone regarding materials
that the CIA had disseminated since November 22,
1963 to the Secret Service but not to the Warren
Commission. Renkin requested copies of these
materials which inciuded three CIA cables. The
cables concerned the photograph subsequently shown
by the FBI to Oswald's mother of the iﬁdividual

originally identified by the Mexico City Station

\

as Lee Harvey Oswald. (Letter deJ. Lee Rankin ¥

Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc. **3872)*;'{7’“’13’15’ |
#k‘Among the maESr}ali dlssen1nated by the CIaA

to kggg;g{~§227?5g(§;:%g November 26 dissemination..

OOL(CIA Doc DIR 85177, 11/26/62) That cable concerned

Fo/A JoG-7C1
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Classification:

(This form is to be used for or_material-extracted

the DorticRsmlas frtleusakeaRy 2nd disclosed~the

eXLStence ot[CIg telephonlc survelllancc]pperatlons]
ln.MEXLCO Clty at the time of the ‘assassination
anéfOswald clearller visi As a result the CIA was
‘reluctant to make the material disseminated to

the Secret Service available to the Warren Commission

for in so doing the Agency would have necessarily exposed[its

Ftélephonic<surveillance operationﬁko the Commission.

&

N

- - John Scelso testified regarding the circumstances

surroundlng the eventual explanatlon given to the

Commission .recounting the orlglég of the photograph in

question. Scelso statéd:

"We did not initially disclose to the
Warren Commission all of our technical.
operations. --In other words, we did not
initially dlsclose to them that we had
_photosurvelllance because the November
photo we had ~ (of MMM) was not of Oswald.
Therefore it did not mean anythlng, you

see?"y H §CA Class Depe of John Seefsa, 5//(9/'?%?!5'8

Mr. Goldsmith: ...So the Agency was making a unilateral
decision that this was not relevant to the Warren

Commission.=tLw &

Scelso: Right, we were not authorized, at first,
to reveal all our technical operations.
ESSd~etassTDepor = t~FohRir3cerso=57/16v 78,
pads0y Tbid '
In summary the records shcows that
By February 12, 1964 the Warren Commission had

inadvertantly reqguested access to[telephonic] surveillance
production, a cause for concern within the chgyv¢§}/

(“m\“*
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due to the sensitivity of Agency sources and methods.“wa

Similarly, the possible disclosure of the photosurvellla cé\
.'J \

operations to the Warren Commission had also begun to cause
concern within the Agency.
4
/e On March 5, 1967, Raymond Rocca wrote in an

internal memorandum to Richard Helms that "we have

a problem here for your determination."™ Rocca

outlined Angleton's desire not to respond directly
to Rankin's request of February 12 regarding the CIA \

material forwarded to~the'Secret Service since
?\)‘: /‘;
November: 23, 1964. Rocca then stated:

“Unless you feel otherwise, Jim would
prefer to wait out the Commission on the
matter covered by paragraph 2 (of the
above-referenced February 12 letter to McCone
requesting access to CIA reports provided
:2972~the Secret Service after November 22, 1963, H
$JFK DoCy 39829 . If they come back on this ;
point he feels that you, or someone from
here, should be prepared to go over to show
the Commission the material rather than nass’m ;
them to them in copy. Incidentally, none i
of these items are of new substantive /

interest. We have either passed the material
in substance to the Commission in response to ;E
earlier levies or the items refer to aborted
leads, for example, the famous six photographs /

which are not of Oswald..." IA Doc. FOIAJEE__,//
#579-250, 3/5/64;)see also HSCA Classified

Deposition of James Angleton, 10/5/78, pp.{%;/f 7?

-
<
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AN B4

wherein he states that the only reason {
for not providing the Warren Commission with
access to CIA surveillance materials

was due to the Agency's concern for

protection of its sources and methods)
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Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)
On March 12 1964, representatives of the
Warren Commission and the CIA confered regarding
the February 12 request for the materials forwarded
to the Secret Service by the Agency. (Letter of
J. Lee Rankin March l6, 1964 JFK Doc. % 3872, Slawson .
Memorandum, March 12, 1964)
The record indicates that the Commission at
the March 12 meetlng pressed for access to the ,,;&}
g'.u.f\ $20 0 &0~ 5 G"""JJ"’\ 7~ m L
Secret Serv1ce materials. Rankin wrote to Helms
on March 16 that it was his understanding that the
CIA would supply the Commission with a paraphrase of
each report or communication pertalnlng to the Secret

Servrce materlals “with all indications of your

confidential communications techniques and confidential

—

sources deleted.\/You will also arforé\EEEBers~0r~r‘\\\\\
our staff working in this area an opportunity to \

review the actual file so that they may give assurance !

that the paraphrases are complete." (LTtter of J. %ee ¢
\ L. ~ ? — ]
1495;”( L2l 235 ‘ . _—“ﬁ-—'-
Rankin, March 16, 1964, paragraph 2, JFK Doc. No.3872)
Rankin further indicated that the same

procedure was to be followed regarding any material

in the possession of the CIA prior to November 22,

——= 008033

Classified by derivation:

ke e

R

A

g, R N

.

B N




"\

1< on March 24 (FOIKfT_FZZ"738) by two separate

[oR

'3/24/64, CIA Doc., DDP4i-1555, 3/24/64, CD 674‘here1nafter)

(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA~—controlled documents.)
1963 which had not as yet ‘been furnished because

it concerned sensitive sources and methods. (Ibid., .

70 N Y W

par. 3) .

-Helms responded to Rankin's March 16 letter

W'MM ’

CForA am -25S &
communications. (CIA Doc. DDP4 -1554, herelnafter CD+ 631,
//al/'? \'9 ] '2‘;?-

G

CD. 631 provided the Commission with a copy of the

G

October lO,'1963 CIA dissemination to FBI, State Dept.,

INS and Navy Dept. (and to the Secret Service on

22 Nov.) regardlng Lee Harvey Oswald(and hls>presence : g
. cD 3/ =
at the Soviet Consulate in Mexico City. The response 95
1
further revealed that on October 23, 1964, CIA had &
the‘%wy §§
requested two copies of the most recent photograph 7
of Oswald in order to check the identity of the person é?
- !0‘ x;_
believed to be Oswald in Mexico City:”?urthermore, :
the CIA stated, though it did not lndlcate when, that
=
it 'had determlned that the photograph shown to Maﬁ@uenlté - §§
Oswald on Hovember 223 1963 did not refer to Lee
‘7€< Jrl(‘g/ —55 Vel f F/J Lf -
Harvey Oswald”“The Agency explained that it had checked the &
‘ photogrﬁg
against the press photographs of Oswald generally
available on November 23, 1963,7 # £
CD 674 reveals that on Nov. 22, 1963 immediately rollo@i

ofe . _____..—--——-—%
Cchsmﬁcohon: = |

A

902053

Classified by derivation:

|




(This form is to be used for material extracted :
the assass#égEiggkoﬁﬁﬁegam%%gﬁgper 23, 1963, three

cabled reports wera rgégived at CIA headquarters

from the CIA Mexico Cify Stdtion regarding photographs

C o N ™ . . ’
of an unidentified-man who had visited the Cuban and
Soviet Embassies during October and November 1963.

Paraphrzses of these cables, not revealing sensitive

T A
‘ Tl A

éources and methods, were attached o CD 37&. The
Agency wrote that the subject of the phqto referenced
in these cables was not Oswald. It was further

stated that:

“In response to our meeting of 12 March and
your memo of 16 March%.,Stérn and;Willens

D - : S -
A0 4«:-;@%%—rev%g¥tat Langley the original copies
. - of these 3 disseminations to the Secret
= Service and the cables on_which they were
© based, as well as the Photds*0f the unidenti-
@ o fied man."_  (CIA-Doe—DDPI=1555 CD634, 24
~ I«Iafrch—iﬁGM‘ octin ourfilcs P
.On March 26, William Coleman wrote in a memorandum
for the record:
“The CIA directed a memorandum to J. Lee Rankin
I A on=Mareh—247—1964 (Commission Document No. 631)
o= in whi¢h it set forth.the dissemination of .
the information on Lee Harvey Oswald. I rggliié
that this memorandum is only a partial answer
to our inquiry to the CIA dated March 16, 1964
and I hope that the complete answers will give-
le us the additional information we requested."
A © (Memorandum of William Coleman, March %fﬁ 1964)
L~

Coleman went on to state:

"As you know, we are still trying to get an
explanation of the photograph which the FBI
showed HMarguerite Oswald soon after the

-~ s.,aliﬁ_‘
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Classification:

(This form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.) ’
assassination. I hope that paragraph 4
' of the memorandum of March 24, 1964
&) o [CcD 631) sent Mr. Rankin by the CIA
is not "the answer which the CIA intends
to give us as to this inquiry." (Ibid.)
o Nesh T
The following day, as agreed by Warren Commission

and Agency representatives, Samuel Stern of the

Commission visited CIA headquarters in Langley,

. VA e [ .
D et f PRI U R ) -—A"“

Virginia. "4 = R

Sterns' nemorandun of his wvisit reveals that

/ _,J:
he reviewed Oswald's file with Raymond Rocéa. Stern

indicated that Oswald's file contained those materials

furnished previously to the Warren Commission by

b A
t 7
the CIA?/ The file also contalned

. o i >°‘7J’;.A&nl‘ff’/'cg
@9 OEL_ "Cable reports of Vovember 22 and—November

/‘1.}3
23, from-the—GEA—5~Aexiee—etty—Sta*&on . P

a «r;w\v~&41¥kﬂ/ it

relatlng to,rae-photographfof ‘he—unidenti-

fr°&~tndrvr&ua&—mLstaken&v*be&*eved"to—be
";Z._; \_‘ ‘. T
Lee—fHarvey-Gswald 'and the reports on tndse
/
c /4
T ~ot f’f,’.u)" .1./*0:;
the Secret Service. o (Memorarmdum

by—%he—efﬂ
‘PI\/»\SS-‘A\' N R A th‘%fc[ ,\\4,,\,4,/‘4./\:1-"/"'"* ot

[a’5 4 LT A

of ﬁamneé—SternT—March—?7—'1964) ‘ A AR

-

Stern noted that these heésages were accurately

raphrasad in the attachments to cb 674 provided the

x ?.U‘« ﬁ.{an Y o’{‘ CD 31 s fadd o CIA oncludel Ve
*bho*m rof° K*M.&{Aj‘l;t‘ﬁklr\illlw A hd\itpm’l“

s «)qrﬂk uﬁ {‘€$$ P}\QTDS(,__‘C;\S o Cslaid
C‘(r\.ﬁ.ro.la(u 33 «j o, =
BT Classified by derivofarﬂ 0 0 7 1 .
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" (This form is to be used for materlcl extrocted
Warren ComM?@éQén*Gﬁ"ﬁ&éé@“@E““i964" He also

i reviewed the Octobe{/;d 1963 cable from CIA s
Mex1co Clty Station to °~ CIA headauarters
reporting Oswald'iicontact w1th the Soviet Embassy

-~
in Mexico City.jiin addition, Stern examined the

October 10, 1963 cable from CIA headquarters to

the Mexico City Station reporting background infor-

mation on Oswald." (Ibid.) Stern recorded

that - these rnessages were

_QO_)/ e‘\

Qy ol paraphrased accurately as—set—fefth in the CIA s January

31 memo to the Warren Commission reporting Oswald's
. . - —bLid
Mexico City trlp.\ikg,

‘Lastly, Stern noted that Rocca provided him
for his review a computer printout of the references
to Oswald -related documents located in the Agency's

= 2t ,
_electronic data storage system.” He stated "there is
% &« no item listed on—the—printout whichzghe Warren Com-.

4 }\CM
(5 "k_missiéglhas-not been given either in full text or

paraphrased." (Ibid.)

Thus, by the 27th of March, a Warren Commission

representative had been apprised of the circumstances

surrounding the mysterious photograph.
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—~ .
v, Luisa Calderon

Approximately five hours after President
Kennedy's assassination a Cuban government employee

in Mexico Cltx_?amed "Lulsa" received a telephone

- ‘u__-,\;;&.‘w
call from an unldentlfled man speaking Spanish.
TN G>EL

, T
(< | (CIADpoc. FO i 5, 1X/27/63, 173-615, aétacﬁmené)

[Thls call had been lnterceoted and recorded by the

R

CIA';uMex1co City-Station as the result of its
LIENVOY (tel. tap) operatlon] (Ibid.) The Mexico
City Statioo/as subsequently reported to CIA
headquarters, identified the Luisa of the conversa~
tion as Luisa Calderon, who was then enployed in
the Commercial Attache's office at the Cuban Consu-
late. (Ibid.) |

"During the course of the coaversation, the

unidentified caller asked Luisa if she had heard
(of the assaSSLnatlon) o~
the latest news. Luisa replied in a joking tone:
2 S

"Yes, of course, I kxnew almost before Kennedy."

(Ibid.)
CIA's '
Paraphrasing the [telephone 1nterceot} transcrlpt

it states that the caller tdld*ﬁnisa - the person

'y /Jp( Mjl arera 3"" -r‘f oLf\"lOs/‘r‘o f/J I’\.,\;La“/of\‘\c-/\'ﬁ;i\'bf“
)
c ""'_ \__, (_,/ A.AJOI\ e 4 /:DQN—'I‘ ';“\_ .
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- Classification:

(This_form is to be used for material extracted
from ClA—controlled documents.)

apprehended for Kennedy's slaving was the

"President of cne o%\the Committees of the Falr
Play fog Cuba." g&isa replied that she also knew
this.fbiiisa 1nqu1red whether the D?f?On being
held for the killing was a "grﬂngo.— pThe unidenti-
fied caller replied, “yes. /?oiulsa told her caller

that she had learned nothing else about the assassina-

tion and that she-had learned about the assassination
i &
only a little while agof’ The unidentified caller

commented:

We think that if it had been or had
seemed...public or had been one of.
the segregationists or against

- intergration who had killed Xennedy,
then there was, let's say, the
possibility that a sort of civil
war would arise in the United States;
that contradictions would be sharvened...
who knows = T e A

Luisa responded:

‘Imagine, one, two, three and now, that
makes three. (She laughs.) (Ibid, p. 2) 2

Raymond Rocca, in resvonse to a 1975 Rocke-
feller Commission request for information on a

' possible Cuban conspiracy to assassinate President

Kennedy wrote regarding Calderon's comments:

rY
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Latin hyperbole? Boastful ex post facto
suggestion of foreknowledge. This 1s the x éf”
only item in thelintercept coveragej of

the Cubans and Soviets aftér the afsassina- °
tion that contains the suggestion of fore— Wﬂ «AQ\
‘knowlege of expectation. (CIA Doc.,

Memorandum of Raymond Rocca for DC/OPS, ff’

5/23/75, p. 151*<Se,_f, gs'a_:g;rf) )
'Standlng by itself, Luisa Calderon's cryptic

i st

comments do not merit serious attention. Her wordsr
may indeed indicate foreknowledge of the assassina-
tion but may equally be interpreted without such a
sinister implication. Nevertheless, the Committee
has determined that Luisa Calderon's case should
have merited serious attention in the months following
the -assassination.

In connection with the assa351nat10n, Lulsa
Calderon's name first surfaced on November 27, 196¢/
in a cable sent by then Ambassador Mann to the State

P - -

{UDepartment (CIA Doc. DIR 85573, 11,/27/63). o .
\ N &

In that cable Mann stated:

“...Washington should urgently consider _
feasibility of requesting Mexican authorities
to arrest for interrogation: Eusebio Azcue,
Luisa Calderon and Alfredo Mirabal. The two
men are Cuban national and Cuban consular
officers. Luisa Calderon is a secretary
in Cuban Consulate here." (3bid.)

Clessificslion: ——seeser= 08673
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*Regarding the issue of whether Calderon's comments -
could reasonably be interpreted to indicate possible
foreknowledge, the CIA position is as follows:

During the Rockefeller Commission inquiry,

Calderon's conversation was identified

as a possible item of information from

thengency ! s] Cuban and Soviet [telephone %
edge

[intercepts]that might suggest foreknowl

of a plot to assassinate the American Presi-
dent. This involves a faulty translation of an
answer Calderon gave to her caller. In answer
to the latter's question as to whether she

had heard the latest news, Calderon said:

“Si, claro, me entere casiantes que Kennedy."
The verb entere 1s mistranslated. Me entere

(the first person of the verb enterarsege,

past tense) should be translated as ".¢{.I found
out (or I learned) /Ebogt it -- the assassinatio§7
almost before Kennedy /did/." 1In other words,
Calderon was saying she heard about the shooting
of Kennedy almost at the time the event took
place..."” (CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding

Luisa Calderon conversation, p.l). '

The Committee fundamentally disputes the

narrow interpretation of Calderon's comments

assigned by the Agency. It is the Committee's
position that translation of Me Entere as :
either "I found out"™ or "I learned about" &% , -
does not foreclose interpretation of Calderon's
comments as a suggestion on her part of possible
foreknowledge of President. Kennedy's assassination.
The yniarpretation, ,.—,q,ms‘&/er\i', ghow(i}\ o i@""\‘e‘(;'*"f‘
-T?%Juﬁfhfgtgg++kbbafﬂb\kaTwh‘SgKh))1\*'T?QJV{F¥
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This cable does not state the basis for
arresting Calderon.* However, the CIA's copy of this
cable bears a handwritten ﬁotation on its routing
page. That notation states: "Info from Amb Mann
for Sec Rusk re: ...persons involved with Oswald
in Cuban Embassy." Mann went on to state in urgent

shis

aEQL terms: “They may, quickly be returned to Havana in

order to eliminate any possibility that Mexican

03

o(ébvernment could use them as witnesses." (Egidﬁ;
According to CIA files, Calderon made
reservations to return to Havana on Cubana Airlines on
December 11, 1963, less thén four weeks after the _
assassination. (CIA Doc. CSCI-316/01783-65, 4/26/633
;ﬁX:\L_ Calderon, Azcue and Mirabal were not arrested
nor detained for questioning by the Mexicaﬁ federal
7o

police. However, Silvia Duran, a friend and associate

of Calderon's and the one person believed to have s

A

/

\q\'z' A &I’\ V{Ié& .

o, i,

i €
-“ l’“’\ou ~ TRA A c.owLA '\.><(— V‘-CLM/L r\‘smo'f' J'“j“°~wNﬂ\ Je{'\/‘e‘ﬂ"f\l Coman s

t is the Committee's belief that Mann was prompted
to request the arrest of Calderon on the basis of
Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte's allegation that Calderon

- was present at the Cuban Embassy when Oswald
was allegedly given a sum of money presumably to
carry out the assassination of President Kennedy.

(QX “ (CIA Doc. DDP4 2741 l June 1864, Attachment C)

=i /‘ =
—»—“"’" - — S o . . =
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L 2

had repeated contact'with Oswald while he was in
Mexico City, was arrested and questioned by'the

Mexican police on two separate occasions. (C1IA

"‘) f’.,;}-‘,,

-

@ :£ Doc. DIR 84950, 11/23/63, CIA Doc. DIR 85471,72-7 /3 - 77
11/27/63)
During her second interrogation, Duran was

questioned regarding her association with Calderon.

There is no indication in the reinterrogation report

«~

accounting for the questlonlng of Duran about Calderon.

—

J‘_, = -:.._-A"‘

{9 :5'(CIA Doc. DDP4- 0940, 2/21/64) The information regardlng

Duran's interrogation was passed to the Warren Commission

on February 21, 1964, more than two months after

Calderon had returned to Cuba. (Ibid.)

<

Information was reported to the CIA during
May 1964, from a Cuban defector, tying Luisa
Calderon to the Cuban Intelllgence apparatus. The B o, .

h

defector,&éhMUG 1, was himself a Cuban Intelligence

- Officer who supplied valuable and highly reliable
information to the CIA regarding Cuban Intelligence

operations. (CIA Dec., Memorandum of Joseph Langosch

to Chief, Office of Security, 6/23/64) Calderon's

Elgssification: ——seomes——— 089978
6!,":, (\ Nq:‘ v . | . ! (aﬁsss«‘f}ed tg dgnyc a: __C. Berk
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OISR LR,

ties‘to Cuban intelligence were reported to the Warren
Commission on June 18, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA #739~319,

6/19/64) However, the Committee has determined from

its review that the CIA did not provide Calderon's

p o piaidioN

conversation of November 22 to the Warren Commission.

Consequently, even though the Warren Commission was aware that

SCORTLI
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Calderon had connections to inteﬂigence work,
as did other Cuban Embassy officers, the vital
link between her background and her comments
was never established for the Warren Commission
by the CIA. The Agency's oversidht-in this
regard may have for%losed the Commission from -
actively pursuing a lead of great éignifiéance.

Calderon's.201 file reveals that she

<..,.,‘~.—~\:

arrived in Mexico City from Havana on January 16,5

1963, carrying Cuban Passport 3/63/7. ‘Her date '

of birth was beiieved to be 1940'(CIA Doc. Dispatch
T 2 Suane 195>

HMMAZ21612, no date—given) Calderon's presence in

HMexico City was'first reported by the CIA on July

15, 1963 in a dispaﬁch from the CIA's Miami field

office to the CIA's Mexico City station and to the

Chief of fhe CIA's Special Affairs Staff (for Cuban

operations). (CIA Doc. Dispatch{gFéh 10095, 7/15/63)

That dispatch had attached to it a report containfg o

biographic data on personnel then assigned to the

Cuban Embassy in Mexico City. At page th;ee of the

attached report Luisa Calderon was listed as Secretary

of the Cuban Embassy's commercial office. The

[T 909689
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notation indicated that a report was pending on

i . . No mlerepor“;usgmesent
Calderon. (Ibid., p. 3 of attachment) ‘The in Calderon's

. 201 File. .
Agency has attempted, without success, to locate ’

. the report.
Luisa Calderon's association withlthe Cuban

DGI was flrstt;ecorded by the CIA}on May 5, 1964.
(CIA Doc.4BIL

ind Memorandum or[lgroldg§wenso FOIA

e S O

@ 944_68 2290 5/5/64) At that time, Joseoh Langosch,
Chief of Counterintelligence for the Special Affairs
Staff, reported the ggsu&ts of his debriefing of
the-Cgban defector, A&MUC-l. The .memorandum stated
thathMMUG—l had no direct knowledge of Lee Harvey
Oswald or his activities but was able to provide |
items of interest based upon the comments of certain
Cuban Intelligéﬁce Service officers. (Ibidf)- Spécifically,
-AMMUG-1 was asked if Oswald was known to the<Cuban
intelligence services before November 23, 1953.
AMMUG-1 told Langosch "Prior to October 1963, ésigld °
visited the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City;on two or
three occasions. Before, durinc and after these

visits, Oswald was in contact with the Direccion

o~y e
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QR

General De Intelligencia (DGI), specifically‘
with Luisa Calderon, Manuel Vega Perez, and
Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez." (Ibid.)

Langosch thereafter wrote that Calderon's

B N

precise'relationship'tolthe DGI was not clear.

As a comment to this-statement he set forth the

CIA cable and dispatch traffic which recorded Her
arrival in Mexico .during January 1963 and départure

for Cuba within one month after the assassination.

~aEmy e,

(Ibid.)

On May 7, 1964, Lahgosch recorded additional

.

information he had elicited from AMMUG-1 regarding

Oswald's possible contact with the DGI. (CIA Doc

ARy,

[} > o
@ _FoIa 687-295, attach. 3, 5/7/64) Paragraph 3 of

this memorandum stated in part:

NG,

”"

a. Luisa Calderon, since she returned -
to Cuba, has been paid a regular
salary by the DGI even though she
has not performed any services.
Her home is in the Vedado section
where the rents are high.

b. Source (AMMUG) has known Calderon
for several years. Before going
to Mexico, she worked in the
Ministry of Exterior Commerce
in the department which was known

= as the "Empres@, Transimport."

AT Her title was Secretary General

of the Communist Youth in the

department named in the previous
sentence. (Ibid.) gz~ =

&
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On May 8 Langosch further disclosed AMMUG's

' 4
e ,¢ knowledge of the Oswald case. (Ibid, attach. 8)

Langosch paraphrased AMMUG'sAknowledge of Calderon

as follows:

I thought that Luisa Calderon might have-
had contact with Oswald because T léarned
about 17 March 1964, shortly before I made

a trip to Mexico, that she had been

involved with an American in Mexico. The
information to which I refer was told to A
me by a DGI case officer... I had commented -
to (him) that it seemed strange that Luisa
Calderon was receiving a salary from the

DGI although she apparently did not do

any work for the Service. (The case officer)
told me that hers was a peculiar case and
that he himself believed that she had been
recruited in Mexico by the Central Intelligence
Agency although Manuel Pineiro, the Head

of the DGI, did not agree. As I recall,
(the case officer) had investigated Luisa
Calderon. This was because, during the time
she was in Mexico, the DGI had intercepted

a letter to her by an American who signed
his name OWER (phonetic) or something
similar. As you know, the pronunciation

of Anglo-Saxon names is difficult in

Spanish so I am not _sure of how the name
.- . - T 1
mentioned by {HeTnandez should be spelled.

It could have“been—"Howard" or something

different. As I understand the matter, ﬂg &

the letter from the American was a love
letter but indicated that there was a
clandestine professional relationship
between the writer and Luisa Calderon.

I also understand from (tha case officer)
that after the interception of the letter
she had been followed and seen in the
company of an American. I do not know if
this could have been Cswald... (Ibid.)

I B
S Vv ;;!;
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On May 11, Raymond Rocca wrote a memorandum

E/O Dlrector Richard Helms regarding the lngormatlon
\/,

ad elicited from AMMUG (CIA Doc. FOIA 687-2957;

5/11/64, Rocca Memorandum) Rocca proposed that "the
DDP in person or via a designee, perferably the’
former, discuss the AMMUG-1 sxtuatlon on a very
restricted basis w1th Mr. Rankin at his earliest
convenience either at the Agency or at the Commission
headquarters. Until this takes piace, it is not
desirable to put anythlng in wrltlng‘\ (Ibid. p; 2)-

On May 15, 1964, Helms wrote Rankln regardlng
AMMUG'S information about the DGI, indicating its
sensitivity.and operational significance. (CIA Doc.
FOIA 697-294, 5/15/64, Helms Memorandum) Attached
to Héims' commﬁnication.was a paraphrased accounting
of Langoéch's May 5 memorandum. (Ibid.) 1In that

attachment the intelligence associations of Manuel

Vega Perez and Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez were set_fﬁ%thf'

However, that attachment made no reference whatsoever
to Luisa Calderon.
Howard Willens of the Warren Commission

requested as a follow-up  to the May 15 memorandum,

" Classified by derivation:
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access to the quesﬁions used in Langosch's

a . ﬂ ' |
interrogation of AMUG. (CIA Doc. FOIA 739~ 316 6/19/64,

Meﬁofandum) On June 18, 1964 Arthur Dooley of
Roccals(Eounterintelligence éésearch and Analysis
6foup took the guestions and AMMUG's.responses to
the Warren Commission's officg:s for Willen;s review.
Willens saw Langosch's May 5 memotandum. The only
mention of Calderon was as follows: “The precise.
relationsﬁip of Luisa Calderon to-the DGI is not
clear. She spent about six months in Mexico from
which she returned to Cuba early in i964." (Ibid.)

However, Willens was not shown Langosch's

memorands, of May 7 and May 8, 1964 which contained

much more detailed information on Luisa Calderon,

1nclud1ng her pOSSlble association with Lee Harvey

Oswald and/or Amerlcan lntelllgenc iA(I bid ."*w<\

~
i

' The Warren Commission as of June 19, 1964,
had little if no reason to purﬁue the Luisa Caldeﬁ%n

lead. It had effectively been denied significant

* It should be noted that these memoranda of May 5,
7, 8, 11 and June 19 with attachments, are not
referenced in the Calderon 201 file. (See CIA
Computer printout of Calderon 201 file) Their
exlstence was determined by the Committee's

lﬁoeoendEhasséﬁcgﬁqoxq other agency files.
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background information. This denial may have
impeded or prevented the Commission's pursuit

of Célderon‘s po%éntial relationship to Oswald .

and the assassination of President Kennedy. But
even if the Warren Coﬁmission had learned

of Calderon's background-and possible contact with
Oswald it still had been denied éhe one significant
Piece of information that might have raised its
interest in Calderon to a more serious level. The
Warren Commission was never told about Caideron's

conversation of November 22, 1964.
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. . . . N
reference to the conversation nor does it indicate-

that it was ever made known to or provided the.

Warren Commission for its analysis. (CIA Comput

print-out of Calde:on'ZOl file)

——C

In an effort to determine the manner in which the
treated the Calderon conversation this Committee
posed the following questions to the CIA:

l Was the Warren CommLSSLOn Oor any Warren
Commission staff member ever given access
to the transcript of a telephone conversa-
tion, dated November 22, 1963, between a
female employee of the Cuban Embassy/
Consulate in Mexico City, identified
as Luisa, and an unidentified male spea
ing from outside the Cuban Embassy/Con- -
sulate? If so, please indicate when
this transcript was provided to the Warren
Commission or its staff, which CIA official
provided it, and which Warren Commission
members or staff reviewed it.

2. Was the Warren Commission or any member
of the Warren Commission or any Warren
Commission staff member ever informed

Ciassifi_cation,:
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orally or in writing of the substance of the"
above-referenced conversation of November 22,
1963? If so, please indicate whén and

in what form this information was provided,
and which CIA official provided it. (HSCA
request letter of August 28, 1978)

The CIA responded by memorandum:_

“Although the (MGXlCO Clty)MStatlon considered
the conversation of sufficient possible
interest to send a copy to headquarters,
the latter apparently did nothing with
it, for there appears to be no record in the
Oswald file of such action as may have
been taken. A review of those Warren
Commission documents containing information
provided by the Agency and still bearing a
Secret or Top Secret classification does
_.not reveal whether the conversation was -
given or shown to the Commission."
(CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding Luisa
Calderon conversation, p. 1)

Wik R WD R e

JOuY

\n

The available evidence thus supports the

e

conclusion that the Warren Commission was never

given the information nor the opportunity by

,

;

which it could evaluate Luisa Calderon's
significance to the events surrounding President

Kennedy's assassination. Had the Commission been

expeditiously provided this evidence of her

<

intelligence background, association with Silvia ég
Duran, and her comments following the assassination, 4

it may well have given more serious investigative

Classifieation: __secree~ 000083
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Classification:
consideration to her potential knowledge of Oswald
(This form is to be used for material extracted

ard the Cnbﬁg qXe nmﬁaﬁd%oggiﬁﬁnle involvement in

a conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy.

Two difficult issues remain which are raised
by the Committee's finding. First, why didn't

- the Agency provide the Calderon conversation to the

' S . N VL1

. Warren Commission; secondly, why didn't the Agency

reveal to the Warren Commission its lull knowledge

Iy ~

of Caldenon S intelligence background, her p0851ble

/J— - '\
knowledge of Oswald and her p0351ble connectlon to
\_____,/'

o em——,,

G,

) )

¢t the CIA or some other Amerlcan 1ntelllgence apparatus.,

The flISt questlon can be explalned in benign
terms. It is reasonably 90551ble that by sheer
oversight the conversation was filed away and not

' recovered or recollected until after the Warren

Commission had completed its investigation and
'See P 09 Ziedex poctien as Hoatnste P\era

.published its repor:.”' (See above CIA explanation)

As for the Agency's withholding of information

concerning Calderon's intelligence background, the

0

D,

record reflects that the Commission was merely B o,

informed that Calderon may_have been a_member of

/\ i(\ e {J

the DGI. (CIA Doc. 5/5/64, son Memorandum)'

N

The memoranda which provided more extensive examina-

tion of her lntelligence background were not made gé
Classification: . gagﬁgq z
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AMMUG- 1 and a second Cuban Intelllgence officer
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puht:

available for the Commission's review. Significantly,
the May 8 memorandum wrltten by’Joseph Langosch

follow1ng his debriefing of AMMUG l 1nd1cated that

\.

ER

_belleved Calderon to be a CIA operative. ‘(CIA Doc.-

. : 4 : o
FOIA 687-295, attach .8, 5/8/64) It is possible R

that this information was not provided the I~:(a::ren.(.u'"L
Commission either because there was no basis in YW
fact for the aliegation or because the allegation
was of substantive concern to the Agency. If the
allegation were true, the eonsequences-for the CIA
weuld have been serious. It would ha&e demonstrated

“,DoS‘:'l <
that #czIa operative, well placed in the Cuban Embassy,
p .

may have possessed lnformatlon prior to the assassina-

tion regardlng Oswald and/or his relatlonsnlp to the

Cuban Intelligence Service . and that Services

possible involvement in a conspiracy to assassinate

Mmoo

e

R,

President Kennedy.

Regarding Calderon's possible association

DN

with the CIA, Agency files reviewed reveal no

~ostensible..connectidn between Calderon and the CIA.

LR
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However, there are indications that such contact

" between Calderon and the Agency was contemplated.

A September 1, 1963 CIA dispatch from the Chief
of the Special Affairs Staff to the CIA's Chief
of Station in Mexico City states in part:

...Luisa Calderon has a sister re51d1ng
in Reynosa, Texas, married to an American
of Mexican descent. If (CIA asset) can
further identify the sister, our domestic
exploitation section might be in a posi-
tion to follow up on this lead...Please
levy the requirement on (CIA asset) at
the next opportunity. (CIA Doc. HMMW-
11835, 9/1/63)

" An earlier CIA dispatch from the CIA Chief -
of Station in Mexico City to the Chief of the CIA's
Western Hemisphere Division records that:

[ﬁilfredo‘of]the Cuban Consulate,[Tampico,

reported that Luisa Calderon has a sister

residing in Reynosa, Texas...Luisa may go

up to the border to visit her sister socon--

or her mother may make the trip--details

not clear (CIA Doc. HMMA 21849, July 31,

1965)

3 .

At the very least, .the above dispatches s
evidenced an interest in the activities of Calderon
and her family. Whether this interest took
the form of a clandestine-agent relationship is
not revealed by Calderon's 201 file.

sl
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The Committee has querleQ\PaVLd Ronls, the
author of the above cited dispatch requestlng
that Calderon's sister be contacted by the CIA's

“domestic exploitation section.!” (HSCA Claeswmk

-.\ i ~\

Staff Interv1ew of David Ronls, 8/31/78) Ronis
was a member of the CIA's SPEClal Affairs Sta
at the time he wrote the dispatch. He worked

principally at CIA headquarters and was responsible

for recrultment and handllng of agents for collection

of intelligence data. Mr Ronls, when interviewed

by this Commlttee, stated that part of his respon51~

blllty was to scour the Western Hemisphere lelSlOn
-for operational leads related to the work of the
Special Affairs staff. Ronis recallea that he
-normallf wpuld-seAd fequests o CIA field stations
for information or leads on various persons. Often
he would receive no response to these requests,
which normally indicated that no follow-up had %@
either been attempted or successfully copducted.'
It Q?é Ronis' reeollection that the above-cited
dome;tYEm€k§igitation section was a task force

within the Special Affairs Staff. He also stated

that in 1963 the CIA's Domestic Contacts Division
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might have_been. requested to locate Luisa Calderon's

. / . : .
Sister/ Ronis told the. Committee that he had no

1

- ’
recollectidn of recruiting any person associated

with the éuban Intelligence Service. He dié
that he had recruited women to perfdrm tasks
the Agency. However, he did not recall ever
any employees of the Cuban Embassy/Consﬁlate

Mexico City. Finally, Mr. Ronis stated that

recall

for
recruiting
in

he had

no recollection that Luisa Calderon was associated

* with the CIA. (Ibid.)

Various present and former CIA representatives

were queried whether Luisa Calderon had ever

associated with the CIA. The uniform answer

been

was

that no one recalled such an association. (Cites:

Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, n. 136;

. HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78,

“Hpi ey
y oo

p. 148;

'HSCA Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch, 8/21/78,

2 TR

e ,,Thﬁs, the Agency's file on Calderon and the

testimony of former CIA employees have revealed no

connection between Calderon and the CIA. Yet, as

indicated earlier, this file is incomplete:;the

0000693
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‘ . . s . . ~
most glaring omission being the absence; from
. /’7§3§:;Cs .
her 201 file.fof 4 cryptic remarks
following the assassination of President_§555§§§:>
B¢&inﬁh«ka.\_(\x A - .
TN Crsdee-sh T FTUAL LTy

~ .
AMMUG-1 — L r\"('\f'r,-\,-...
: AL S AL S DN

This Committee's investigation of Luisa

Calderon has revealed that a defector from the Cuban
Intelligence Services provided the CIA with signi-

ficant information about Lee Harvey Oswald's contacts

with the DGI in Mexico City. This defector was .; .7 T.0¢
w R TR
1 hereinafter).*

assigned the CIA cryptonym AMMUG-1 (A-

CIA files reveal that A-1 defected from the

D3I on April 21, l964[in Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada.]

Wwhen he defected, a-1 possessed a number of DGI

documents which were subseguedtly turned aver to

the CIA. (CIA Doc.[pri:irA]ni. 68894, 4/24/64)
N 7 & ¢,

Following his defection, a CIA officer, Joseph H.

Langosch, went{to Canada]to meet A-1, debrief him,

and arrange for A-1l's travel into the United States.

(Ibid.) On May 1, 1964, 22 reels of Langosch's

xIt is now kncwn that A-1 did provide sign'f%ggQE}ﬂfhn)
leads to the CIA regarding Luisa Caldercn.? It 1s-
furtrs gﬁgar at that little of this information _
was maég Y géig%@é by the CTA £O the Warren Commission.

Therefore, the possibility exists that A-1 had

ded other information ?Q'§Qﬁu@;ﬁbydqumm,-

ne Warren Commission's work wilCl T A

A
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debriefing of A,l—wgre forwarded to[thetghlef of

‘...._...‘

Station in Ottawa Canada.] (CIA Doc. Dispatch OCPA

7763, 5/1/64) Effectlve on May 1, A-1l was under

-

T R O, W

contract with the CIA for operational purposes.

(CIA Doc. Contract Approving Officer Memo, g/6/64)

//ﬁy June 23, 1964, Langosch was conVLnaga-that A-1 '\

would be of great value to the Agency. He stated:

There is no question in my mind that

AMMUG-1 is a bona fide defector or

that he has furnished us with accurate

and valuable information concerning o
Cuban intelligence operations, staffers, /
and agents. (CIA Doc. Langosch Memo to '
Director of Security, 6/23/64)

As an officer of the DGI, A-1 from August of;
1963 until his defection was assigned to the DGI's
_Illegal Section B (CIA Doc.[gerf] In 68894 4/24/64)

whicn was responsible for training agents for

G, G,

assignment in Latin America. His specific responsi-

bility peftained to handling of agent operations

w%‘

in El Salvador. (CIA Doc. Personal Record Quest®@n-—- o ¢ ¢
naire 6/4/64; CIA Doc. [o;x/a]In 68894 4/24/64)

A-1 ldcntlLled for the CIA the Cuban Intelll—
gence officers a551gned_to Mexico Clty.‘ Langosch.
described A-1's knowledge of DGI operations in

Mexico as follows:
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In Mexico City, he knows who the
intelligence people are. One is the
Cuban Consul Alfredo Mirabal. He is
called the Chief of the Centre. That
is his title but he is actually the
intelligence chief, or at least he
was until the 16th of April at which
time a replacement was sent to Mexico
to take over. This fellow's name is
Manuel Vega. The source says that
the Commercial attache whose name is

- Ricardo Tapia or Concepcion (he is
not sure which is an intelligence
officer) and another one is Rogelio.
( T might say that some of these names
are familiar to me.) (Langosch debriefing
of A-1, 4/30/64, p. 5 of reel 4, 4/23/64)

G . R

N AR,

Thus, A~1 was able to provide the CIA soon

W’v i

—_ after his defection with accurate information

regarding DGI operations and DGI employees in

Mexico City. -757 T S=et Ao m P72 §

The Committee has reviewed the CIA's files -?’
concerning A-1. This examinatio‘n was undertaken- g’
to determine: 1) whether A-1 had provided any “ ?
valuable investigative leads to the CIA pertaining: &
to the assassination of President Kennedy; and 2)gy , - . %

whether, if such leads were provided, these leads

and/or other significant information were made

Bt N

available to the Warren Commission.

A TErE
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The Committee's'initial.review of the
. Mmaterials provided by the CIA to the Warren
Commission did not disclose the existence of the
AMMUG files. However, the Committee did during
the coursé of its review examine a file containing
material passed to the Rockefeller Cormission. That
file made reference to A-1. Included_in this
file was a memorandum of May 5, 1964 written by
Joseph Langosch which concerned iﬁformation A-1
provided about the Oswald case. " (CIA Doc. FOIA 68-290
Langosch Memorandum, 5/5/64) Also contained withip
this file were thevA-l debriefing memorando. 6f
May 7, and-May 8, 1964 previouslf cited with régard
to Luisa Calderon. (CIA Doc. FOIA %687-295, attach's
éland g) Following review of the memoranda, the
Committee requested access to éll CIA files
'concerningn}eferring to A-1.

From review of these materials the Committeéﬁ &
has determined that the Warren Commission did learn

during mid-May 1964 that Lee Harvey Oswald probably

had come in contact with DGI officers in Mexico City.

il 009627
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Prior to learnlng of Oswald's probable contact

with DGI officers, James Angleton, Chief of the

CIA's Counter Intelligence Staff passed an internal

memorandum to Raymond Rocca, also of the Counter-—

intelligence Staff, thch stated that he had been

informed by the DDP, Richard Helms, that J. Lee

Rankin had contacted John McCone to request that
the Director consent to an iﬁtérview before the
Warren Commission on May 14, 1964. (J. Edgar
Hoover also appeared before the Commission on
that date QriorAtO'McConé's appearance. Warren

‘ Vol.=
Commission Report,oi ngwz's)(CIA Doc. FOIA 689-298,

Memorandum of James Angleton, 5/12/64) Angleton.

also wroters

i2 I disgaégéd with Mr. Helms the nature of

the recent information which you are
proceSSLng which orlglnated _with the

. senSLtlve{jeStern emlspherglsource. I

informed him that in your view this would
raise a number of new factors with the
Commission, that it should not go to the
Commission prior to the Director's appear-
ance unless we have--first had some pre-
liminary reaction or made sure that the
Director is fully aware of the implica-
tions since it could well serve as the
basis for detailed questioning. ‘The DDP
stated that he would review this care-
fully amd made (sic) a decision as to

the question of timing. (Ibid.)
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to in Angleton's memo was A-1. This conclusion is
based in part upon the date of this memo wﬁich
was quite close in time to A-1l's defection. In
addition, Rocca's staff prepared prior

to DCI McCone's appearance before the Warren
a"Brief “
Commission for Fresentation to the Warren Commission

outlining various positions adopted by the CIA vis a
vis its/investiga%ive efforts and assistance to the
Commission. (CIA Doc. FOIA 695-302-A, 5/14/64)

At Tab E of this brief it sﬁaﬁes:

Within the past week, significant infor-
mation has been developed by the CIA re-
garding the relationship with Oswald of
certain Cuban intelligence personnel in
Mexico City and the reaction in Havana
within the Cuban Intelligence Service

to the news of the assassination of
President Kennedy. The Commission Staff-
is in the course of being briefed on the
Cuban asspect. (Ibid., Tab E)

On May 15, 1964, the day of McCone's interview,

¢

the Warren Commission received its first formal ® &
communication regarding A-1. (CiA Doc FOIA 697-294,
5/15/64) However; the Agencv did_not at that time |
identify A-1 by his real name or cryptonym nor did

the Agency indicate that the source of this information

By
C F i T
T T o Ta e 1
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was a defector then residing undér_secure conditions
in the Washington, D.é. area. (Ibid.) The ﬁay 15 -
communication did - state that the Agency had
established contact “"with a weil—placed invidivual
who has been in close and prolonged conta¢t>with
ranking officers of the Cuban Direccion General de
Intelligencia." (Ibid.)

Attached to the May 15 communication was a
copy of Langosch's above reférencéd memorandum of
May 5, 1964 regarding knowledge of Oswald's pro-
babléacontact Qith'thé DGI in Mexico (ity. The
atiéchment made no.reference to the source's status
as a defector from the DGI. (Ibid., attachment)

As set forth in the sectioﬁ of this report.
concerning Luisa Calderon, on June 18, 1964, Howard
Willens of the Warren Commission reviewed Langosch's

May 5 memo and the questions upon which the informa-

tion set forth in the memo was elicited. Neither®thee ‘-

questions nor the memo shown to Willens made
reference to the source's status as a defector col-
laborating with the CIA. (CIA Doc FOIA 739-319,

6/19/ 64).
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"Based upon review of the Langosch memoranda,
the Committee has determined that significant
information regarding Luisa Calderon ,Specifically

of Nov. 22 details of her
her conversatlon ana*éZsociation with Cuban Intelligence

were w1thhela from the Warren Commission. This
information asdescrlbedabove, was derived from
However

debrleflngs of A-1. from the Commlttee S review
of the A-1 file provided by the CIA, the Committee
has not found any credible evidence indicating that
other information provided by A-1 to the CIA was
relevant to the work of the Warren Commissioni However,
in its review the Committee has determined that a |
specific documept_aieferenced in the A-1 flle is
not present in that file.

| The missing item is of considerable concern to

the Committee. It is a debriefing report of A-1

entitled "The Oswald Case." (CIA Doc Dispatch[UFGW-.I

¢

5035, 3/23/65) On March 23, 1965, a CIA dispatch®®
‘records the transmittal.of the repo;t, along w;th
eleven other A-1 debriefing reports. (Ibid.) ©Next to
the listing of the "Oswald Case" debriefing report

is the handwritten notation "SI." A CIA employee

who has worked extensively with the Agency files

croN R
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system told a Committee staff member that this
notation was the symbol for the CIA component
known as Special Intelligence. Other CIA
representatives believed the notation was a
reference to the Counterintelligence componenﬁ
CI/SIG. 1IN a CIA memorandum dated September 27,
1978, the CIA has adopted the posiﬁion that
debriefing Report No. 40 is a duplication of
the original Langosch memorandum of May 5, 1964
concerning AMMUG's knowledge of Lee Harvey

GxepTs ~ oK )

Oswald's possible contact with the DAL * N ﬂffhﬂqu>
c‘&emm;r;.. AOS n.t:‘;‘s-{ o (3 %‘mowq-r pqajf‘of-p,.s W(
Il A (h LZA A 1 ¢ <o U"E a e
e’Commlttee has que%tloned At g cé%‘“\f“@m°’*“4~9n

officers regarding additional information that A-1 may
have supplied about Oswald. Joseéh Langosch, when
interviewed by the Committee, stated ﬁhat he did not

have contact with the Warren Commission and does gy > ¢
not know what information derived from A-1's de-
briefings was supplied to the Warren Commission. (HSCA
Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch 8/21/78; Cite also
Interviews gf;ﬁ;iaaéo'g Picc;igy\\ﬁe also stated that

ﬂ‘“

he does not’ xecall that A.l«prOVLded any other information
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*The CIA memorandum states in part as follows:

When CI Staff learned of AMMUG-l's defection
and considered the possibility that he
might have some knowledge of the Oswald
case, CI Staff submitted a list of questions
to WH (Western Hemisphere) for debriefing
AMMUG-1...WH desk records reflect that

- AMMUG-1 was debriefed on 4 May 64 regarding
this questionnaire.../B/ecause the debriefing
on the Oswald case was handled as a sensitive
matter, it was dictated directly to a CI
(Counterintelligence) stenographer on
5 May 1964. /Note: A-1 was debriefed on
several subjects on 4 May 64. -The procedure
was to assign each subject discussed a
debriefing number and they were written
up in contact report form by the WH case
officer. The instructions from CI staff
were to handle the Oswald case debriefing
very closely and not to keep any copies in
WH Division/. The "Oswald Case" was
logged in the WH notebook log as debriefing
report number 40, but the report itself
was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly
to a CI staff stenographer. There would
be no reason to include the number 40 on
the report of this special debriefing for
CI staff, since it was their only debriefing
report. We are certain it is the debriefing
report (#40) because the date is the same;
it is the only debriefing report on Oswald A TS
listed in AMMUG-1 records; and it it (sic)
the only AMMUG-1 debriefing report in
Oswald's 201 file. :

SEER ISR MR Ry,
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(CIA Doc., Memorandum for the Record, Regarding
AMMUG-1 Debriefing Report on the Oswald
Case, 27 September, 1978, p. 1)
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on Oswald's contact with the DGI except for that

set forth in the Memoranda of May 5, 7, and 8

as discussed herein. (Ibid.) ///

In a rther effbrt to j}arify théésubstance
/

of information t?;t A-1 pSQV1ded Ao” the CIA/

/(

ing Oswald’ the C ltte// as attempted

)

ocate A-lf/ The CIA has 6;0 attempted to
/

y yd
Yocate A-1, whose present;relatf/pshlp w1th

£
- the Agency is amb guous/ but has been unable) > 3
P f’ / LseR ??\ & ForX)
to determlne his present whepéaboutss* Thé CIA's
J I / /
7

1nablllty te/docate A-1 has been source of

concern to’thls Commlttee, partlcularly in

light of hlS long association/wrth the- Agency.
' r‘crv-_u:ués 'M‘r"\?i-t*({.fh C e e
> sea3t ¥nform LeﬁlA 1

Thus I, <. TGN ’t&}»
. ¥ /V(/kg ).
may havg supplied the CIA about/Oswald. Hewewer, dwith

basis of the CIA's written reocrd, it appears that

‘information of investigative significance.
A separate question remains, however. The
Agency, as noted earlier, did not reveal to the

Warren Commission that A-1 was present in the

Rt — e = Sy~

Qe Ne -
2k U, )

the exception of the Calderon episode and on the R .

the CIA provided the Warren Commission with all A-1 .
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*An April 1978 CIA communication to the FBI regarding
A-1 states in pertinent part:

Since 1971 (A-1l) has not been involved
in_any :CIA- -operation in Miami or elsewhere.

(MNOILLS %s the alias of a CIa

.representative

who periodically debriefs

(A-1) on personalltles and methods of the

DGI.] There is no other CIA involvement with
(Rodriguez.  (CIA Doc. 0863603,—CTA 202417, ~/°/”77
“Wol. .4, ’A—l File 20}=#498651)

However, a CIA handwrltten index card concerning
the Agency status of A-1l states:

Informed "Calvia" on 15 April 1977 that
(A-1)[is still an active contact} not
receiving any salary, but could be paid if

and when used in an operation. No problems
here. [SPOB will keep his contract in an
active folder.] (CIA Doc., Handwritten Note,
15 April 1977, contained in Vol. 4 of A-1 file
201-749651)
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conditions, accessible to the Commission. Giving
due consideration to thé CIA's serious concern
for protecting its sources, the fact that A-1's
status was not disclosed prevented the Warren
CommissiOn from exercising a possible option,
i.e. to take the sworn testlmony of A-1 as lt
.concerned Oswald and the Kennedy assa551natlon.
On this issue, as- the written record tends to
show, the Agency unilaterally rejected the possibility
of exercising this option.

'In light of the establishment of A-1's
hona fides/. _ | = : ; his
proven reliability and his depth of knowledge of
Cuban intelligence activities, tﬁis opﬁion might

well have been considered by the Warren Commission.

wre
The AMLASH Operation C—Pui:ﬂ- into rpocadids 1A (- BliCis . A

Foold ‘;’5C)

During 1967, the CIA's Inspector General
‘issued a report which examined CIA supported
assassination plots. Included in this report

was discussion of the CIA-Mafia plots and an
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Agency project referred to as the AMLASH

6peration YéIA Inséecﬁor General Report 1967

Pp. 1-74, 78-112). The AMLASH operation involved
a high level Cuban official (assigned the CIa
cryptonym AMLASH/1) who, during 1962 while meeting
with a CIA representative expressed the desire to
assassinéte Fidel Castro (Ibid., p. 84). As a
result of AMLASH's expressed objective and the
CIA's desire to find a viable political. alternatlve
to the Castro regime, the Agency. subsequently
prOVlded AMLASH with both moral and.;é;érlal

support designed to depose Fidel Castro. (Ibid.,

pPp. 80—94) The AMLASH operatlon was terminated

G, RIS . OED. ETh. OB, NG

by the CIA in 1965 as the result of security leaks.

oot (Ibid. pp. 104-106) During 1965, AMLASH and his

.

conspirators were brought to trial in Cuba for plotting

against Castro. BAMLASH was sentenced to death, but

¢ ¥

R

at Castro's request the sentence was reduced to I

twenty-five years imprisonment. (Ibid. pp. 107-110)}.

. In its examination of the AMLASH operation
the 1987 IGR concluded that the CIA had offered both

dlrect and indirect support for AMLASHE's plotting (Ibid. p. 8

W_ .. ,"

Clé‘xssificat'i'on:
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him an assassination device for use against CASTRO."

1967 IGR did note that in 1965 when AMLASH was T

(This form is to be used for material exfrccfnd
from ClA—controlled documents.)

p TN

The most striking example of the CIA's direct
offér of support £o AMLASH reported by the

1967 IGR states "it is likely that at the very
moment President Kennedy was sﬁot a CIA officer

was meeting with a Cuban agent in Paris aﬁd'giving

(Ibid.)
The 1967 IGR offered no flrm evidence confirming
or refuting Castro s knowledge of the AMLASH operation

prlor to the assaSSLnatlon of President Kenneay. ~The

R, R U, O, G

.hff

tried 1n*Havan§,press reports of Cuban knowledge

of AMLASH's association with the -CIA weredated from

November 1964, approximately one year after President

Kenn'ed-y‘s assassination. (Ibié. p. 111). ;‘§
The Church Committee in Book V of its Final -
Report examined the AMLASH operation in great detail. o
(SSC, Book-V, pp. 2-7, 67-69) The Church CommitPhe ¢ ' - ;‘?’
concluded: | E%
The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the ?ﬁ
Warren Commision work than the early CIA
assassination plots with the underworld. §

Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH

r_ﬂ_;«\“ﬁ
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operation was in progress at the time

of the assassination; unlike the earlier

plots, the AMLASH operation could

clearly be traced to the CIA; and

unlike the earlier plots, the CIA had
endorsed AMLASH's proposal for a coup,
the first step ﬁo him being Céstro's
assassination, despite Castro's threat

to retaliate for such plotting. No one
directly involved in either investigation
(i.e. the CIA and the FBIf‘was told of
the AMLASH operation. No one investi-

gated a connection between the AMILASH

operation and President Kennedy's

"éssaésination} Although Oswald had been

in contact with pro-Castro and anti-
Castro groups for many months before the
assassination, the CIA did not conduct .

a thorough investigation of questions

of Cuban government or Cuban exile

involvement in the assassination. (Ibid. p. 5) -
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In 1977, the CIA issued a s& tor

_.-General's Report concerning the subject of CIA

sponsored assassination plots. This Report, in

large part, was 1ntended as a: rggg;;;f—of the fﬁ
Church Committee! s findings. The 1977 iGé étates'
The Report (of the Church Committee)
éssigns it (thg AMLASH operation)
characteristics that it did not have
during the period precéding.the assassina-

tion of JFK in order to support the SSC

view that it should have been reported

— T /(_"

to the Warren Commission. (1977 IGR p. 2)

Thg 1977 ;éﬁ“éonq}uded that pridr to the
assaséination of éresideﬁt Kennedy, the AMLASH
operation was not an asSaééiﬁétiqn plot.

RSP

Neverthéless, the 1977 IGRiaid,égate: —

R o -7 o
It would have sefgggyto rei orc° the o T

e of
o, could

i /speclec terms”
. neral térms--
of ‘9.1et or Cﬁban

involvément }n the_assaSSLnatlon
because of - the tenSLOns of” “the time.
It is not ‘enough” to be able to point
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Testimony of Richard Helms, 4/24/75 pp. 389-391,392)

a4 ‘3@ &Y L
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tO erroneous,critjcisms.made today.
The Agency ghould havd t n broéder
initiativeg they as Aell./ That/ : 7
CIA emplo ees At thé tigle feltf-as : SRS

3

they obviously di@l—thif the sactivities

about which ey;kneq/had nge relevance ‘ :
to the/Warren CommissSion ipquiry does -
not take the place of a record of

i
-

N .
i A

Richard Helms, as the highest level CIA

conscious review. (Ibid. p. 1Y)

TNV YE S ST R o=
employee in contact with the Warren Commission on
a regular basis, testified to the Rockefeller

Commission that he did ﬁot beliéve the AMLASH

i N V7 I v N = N <7 N

operation was relevant to the investigation of

President Kennedy's death. (Rockefeller Commission,

N

In addition, Mr. Helms testified before this g
Committee that thé AMLASH operation was not designed g
to be an assassination plot (Exec. Sess. Test. of gé
Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 26~27). Z

A Contrasting view to the testiﬁony of Mr. .,
Helms was offered by Joseph Langosch who in 1963 S, ) %
was the Chief of Counterintelligence for the CIA‘'s Special’?; .
Special Affairs Staff was the CIA component 2t;§§

responsible for CIA operations directed against
the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence

Services (HSCA Class. Affidavit of Joseph Langosch,

« = - T

e SIS = A,
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Sept. 14, 1978, p. 1) The Special Affairs Staff
was headed by Desmond FitzGerald and was responsible
for the AMLASH operétion (SsC, Book V, pp. 3, 8, 79)
Langosch, as the Chief of Counterintelligence
for the Special Affairs Staff, was responsible for
safeguarding SAS against penetration by foreign
intelligence services, particularly the Cuban
Intelligence Services (HSCA Classified Affidavit
of ‘Joseph Langosch, 9/14/78, p. 3). It was
Langosch's recollection that:
...the AMLASH operation prior to the
assassination of President Kennedy was
characterized by the Special Affairs
staff, Desmond Fitzgerald (sic) and other
senior CIA officers as an assassination
: operation initiated and sponsored by the
. CIA. (Ibid., p. 4)

Langosch further recollected that as of 1962
it was highly possible that the Cuban Intelligencesy
Services were aware of AMLASH and his association

with the CIA and that the information upon which

he based his conclusion that the AMLASH

operation was insecure was available to senior level CIA
Jecp 8 atocE)

officials, inéluding Desmond FitzGerald. (Ibid., p. 4).

However, thie issue before this Committee is
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Committee has received from the CIA an affidavit

executed by Kent L. Pollock (CIA pseudonym) who “served

as Executive Officer for Desmond FitzGerald during the

entire period in which he was Chief of the Special Affairs E
Staff...and discussed with him the AMLASH operation as it
progressed." (CIA Doc., Affidavit of Kent L. Pollock,

executed Oct. 5, 1978, p. 1) Mr. Pollock specifically §§

*In response to Langosch's sworn statements, this Eé

contested Langosch's assertion that the AMLASH operation

was characterized by the Special Affairs Staff, Desmond
FitzGerald, and other senior level CIA officials as an
assassination operation. In pertinent part, Pollock -

drew the following conclusions: ' gg

To the best of my knowledge, Mr. FitzGerald

considered the AMLASH cperation to be a political

action activity with the objective of organizing ;
a group within Cuba to overthrow Castro and the -
Castro regime by means of a coup d'etat. I heard

Mr. FitzGerald discuss the AMLASH operation

frequently, and never heard him characterize it as

an "assassiahtion operation." Mr. FitzGerald :
stated within my hearing on several occasions g
his awareness that coup d'etat often involves

loss of life. (Ibid., par. 3, p. 2)

‘ 4
He also stated: £
X
Desmond FitzGerald did not characterize the AMLASH
operation as an "assassgéation operation"; the B
case officer did not; I, as Executive Officer, never £

discussed any aspect of the AMLASH operation with
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the otfer o
branch chiefs and the special assistants could not
have so characterized it since they did not know
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a
hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH
for a means to start the coup by killing Castro.
The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the day
of President Kennedy's death. AMLASH rejected the
pen with disdain. /Ibid., par. 4, o. 2/), (Ibid.,
par. 6, p. 3) -

¢ i
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assassination plot prior to President Xennedy's

death. The bﬁyader and more significant issue,

as the 197;—}GR has ldentlfled it, is whether

the AMLASH operation was of sufficient relevancy

to have been reported to the Warren Commission.

In the case of the AMLASH operation this
determination is a most difficult matter to
resolve. Reasonable men may differ in their
characterization of the Agency's operationail
objectives.

Based upoﬁ the presently available evidence
it is the Committee's position that such informa-
tion, if made available to the Warren Commission,
might have stimulated the Commission's investiga-

tive conrcern for possible Cuban involvement or

complicity in the assassination. As J. Lee Rankin

commented before this Committee:

...when I read...the'church Committee's 2 .

report--it was an ideal situation for
them to just pick out any way they

wanted to tell the story and fit it

in with the facts that had to be met
and then either blame the rest of it
on somebody else or not tell any more
or pollsh it off. I don't think that
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could have happened back in 1964.
I think there would have been a
much better chance of getting to
the heart of it. It might have
only revealed that we are involved
'in it and who approved it and all
that. But I think that would _
" have at least come out. (HSCA Class..
Depo. of J. lLee Rankin, 8/17/78, p.91)
The Committee is in agreement with Mr. Rankin
that had the AMLASH Ooperation been disclosed to
the Warren Commission, the Commission might have
been able to foreclose the speculation and conjecture
that has s urrounded the AMLASH operation during
the past decade. &s history now-recofds, the AMLASH
operation remains a footnote to the turbulent

relations between Castro's Cuba and the United States.
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